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ST A TIS TICS OF AGRICULTURE. 

IN11HODUCT1ION. 

LAW AU'rIIORIZING 0ENSU8, 

By the terms of the act of Congress, approved M1:1,rch 
3, 18U9, the Census Office was ch111·ged with the duty of 
collecting statistirn; of the resources and products of 
agriculture. The focts to be collected und arranged in 
st1tfo1tieal form were described in section 7 of that uct 
a.-; ·fo llo\v::i: 

Tlw schedules relating to agriculture shall comprehenrl tlrn fol
lowing topics: Nmnti of occupant of each farm, color nf oecupnnt, 
tenure, 1tcreage, value of farm and improymnents, 1tcnuige of dif
ferent prncluct.s, quantity and valno oE prodnctH, nnd numl>or m1d 
value of live stock. All questions as to 11nu11tity mid value of crops 
aluill relate to the year on!ling December thirty-first next• procmling 
the enumeration. 

By this section no provision was made for the col
lection of statistics perti1ining to the number and value 
of live stock not on farms. In response to urgent re
nncsts from the vitrious live-stock associations of.the 
country, 1111 act 1uuendatory to the law relating to the 
'l'welfth Census was approved February 1, moo, direct
ing the census authorities to collect statistics rehting· to 
live stoek upon the unfenced public domain, or mnges, 
of the \Vest and South, and <if domestic aninrnls in n,11 
the stiites nncl territories, jn inclosures not on farms or 
mnges. In the second class are included all domestic 
animals in cities, towns, and villages; those in stodc 
ytirds; those employed in manufacturing, lumbering-, 
mining, n.nd kindred enterprises; and those nsecl for 
plensure or profit by individuals other thm1 :farm pro
prietors. 

SOHJDI)UJ,ES AND ENUMERA'XION, 

The principal form schedule was prepnred in accord-
11nce with the provisions .o:f the census n,ct, and was 
designed for the exclusive purpose of collecting data 
relating to farms and their products. The schedule 
and instructions to enumerators and specin,l ag-ent':l in 
1900 are reproduced in this volume, together with the 
corresponding schedules and instructions :for each cen
sus of agriculture since 1850, and will be found fol
lowing the general tables. The information for the 
agricultural schedule was secured by the enumerators 
almost wholly through personal visitation. This was 

< 

supplemented by dn.ta collected hy spceiltl agents in 
the range 8ttttcs of the West and Southwest, and .in 
the sugt1r-produdng pn,rishcs or conntim; of Loui:;htm\ 
and Texas, u.nd also by Hpecial norrcspondence con
ducted from tho ofl:iue at Washington. 'L'ho work of 
the spcchtl agnnt8 on the r1111gc8 was under the direc
tion of Mr. Cll't1rles ]'. lVfortin, o:f Denver, Colo., m1d 
was dmdgned to Htwure d!!'>tttiled roports and aclditiom1l 
dtttn rngttrding loml conditions, to he used its a check 
t1gt1im;t omisl:lions ttnd 1mwcumcios of thll oumnerator:; in 
the thinly Hettlcd portions of the mnge country. The 
spechtl agentH employed in the· South colloctcd from 
the sugar planttttionH ch1ta too dctnilec1 to lie obtitined 
hy tho em1mmator1:1. 

The correHpondonue :from the Uensus Oflice was of 
two kinds: (1) Specinl Hchedulos were propared for clltttt 
of irrigation, Horiculture, nm·serim;, and cranberry cul
ture, itnd many letters were written to speehtlists in 
various lmmches of agriculture, snch as stoek: raising, 
dairying, etc. The1:1e sohcclule., and letters were de
signed to socure more, cletrdled information than was 
called for h:r the farm schedulo in tho httn<hi of the 
cmunerators. (2) In addition to correspondence of the 
above clmraeter, it wa8 :found irncess1u·y, in order to per
fect defective sdwdnle::J, to mail thon1:1tt11d.s of spceinl 
letters, etwh applicable to 11 pttrticnln.r cm1e. '.l'lm origi
nal reports of the enumertitors, iiupplmne11t;ed hy the 
infornrnt.ion obtnfoecl through thoiio lettel.':-; aml from tho 
special schedules, supplied data of tt high degree of 
aocumcy, and it is he1foyed that the fallioii prep11rod 
thel'efrom rtro ti moHt. complete and trnHtworthy statis
tical exhibit of tho ngricultural resources tmd prod1wts 
of the United Statf'H. 

DI~FINITION Ol!' nrn WORD "l!'ArtM" AS USED IN 01rnsus 
IU'1'0HTS, 

The census of 11griculture is not; desig110cl to secure 
tl report o:E the ttrea and value of all hwcl. It tltk.es 
no account of fancl held solely for specmlative purposes, 
of tracts occupied by mining or mmm:factnring· phints, 
or of those used for busine::Js 01· rnsidcnco purposes apart 
from the furm. If all, or nny, of these clas::;es of land 
were included, the figures i·elating to farms would lose 
their significance. '£he statistics of 11g·riculture here 
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xiv STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE. 

presented do not, therefore, include f1ny data relating 
to mine:'> or quarries, to aninial products, or to crops 
raised by persons who pursue some calling other than 
agricnltnre, bnt incidentally citre for a tract of fand too 
smnll to he regarded as a farm. 

The first comprehensive census of agriculture was 
tiiken in 1850, . Those in charge of that census recog
nized the necessity of establishing a limit below which 
110 tract of hind used for agrieultnrnl purposes should 
be considered a farm. The instructions upon this point 
issued to the rna1'shals collecting the dfl.ta in 1850 were 
as :follows: 

Th
1

e returns of all farms, or plantations, the produce of which 
amounts to $100 in valne, are to be induded in this schedule; but 
it is not intended to include the returns of small lots, owned or 
worked by persons following mechanical or other pursuits, where 
the productions are not $100 in value, 

No instructions upon this subject were given to the 
enumerators in 1800. In 1870, and 1tgain in 1880, the 
instructions were as follows: 

"Fal'ms,'' for the purposes of tlrn agricnltnral schedule, include 
a11 consitlemble nurseries, orchanlH, and market gQ.l'denK, which are 
owned by sepamte pnrtiei;, which are cultivatell for pecun.ia1·y 
profit, and employ as much aH the labor of 01rn able-bodfocl work
man during the year. l\fore l'abbage mul potato patches, family 
vegehible gardens, and ornamental lawns, uot eimstituting a por
tion of a farm for general agricultural purposes, will be excluded. 
No farm. will be repOl'ted of less than S aercs, unleRH $500 worth of 
produce has been actually sold off fro)l1 it during the year. 'l'be 
latter pl'Oviso will 111low the inchrnion of many market gardens in 
the neighorboocl of htrge cities, where, although the arei1 is small, 
a high state of l'Ultivntion is m11intained and con~idemble valnes 
are prodneed. A farm is what is owned OJ' leasod hy one 11um 1111d 
cultivahJll under his ea.ni. A diHtant wood lot or Hheep paHture, 
enm if in another Rubrlidsion, iH to be t.rc>atc11 HH IL part of the farm; 
hnt wlrnre\•er Uwre is a resiifont oym·scer, or 11 lllt\Jl!lger, thero a 
farm is to ho repm'ted. 

These imitrnctions were slightly modHicd in 18HO, the 
wordH used with reference to thiH snhject being ns 
follows: 

A person who cultimtes a farm is not to be regarded a1:1 hiring it 
if he works for :t (lefinite mul fixell compensation in money nr 
fixed quantity of procln('e, but. hl:l is to be regarded as hiring it if 
he pays a rental for it or is to receive a share of the produce, even 
though he may hll subject to some direct.ion and control by the 
owner. ' Farms,'' for the pnrposes of the agricultural schetlnle, 
inclmle, besides what are commonly known as farms, all consider
able nur~eries, m·eltarclH, and market gardens owned by separate 
pa1·tieA, which are cultivated for pe.cuniary proiit and employ as 
much as the labor of one able-bodied workman during the year. 
Mere cabbage and potato patcllClR, family yegetl1ble gardens, and 
ornamental Jiiwn~, not constituting a 11ortio11 of a farm for general 
agricultural purposes, will be excluded. No fnrm will be reported 
of less than S acres, unless $500 worth of proclnce has been 
actually sold from it during the year. The latter proviso will 
allow the inclusion of many market gardens in the neighborhood 
of large cities, wh~ire, although the area is small, a high state of 
cultivation is maintained and considerable values are produced. 
A farm iA what is owned or leased by one man and cultivated under 
his care. A distant wood lo't or sheep pasture, even if in another 
subdivision or district, is to be treated as a part of the farm; but 
wherever there is a resident overseer, or a manager, there a separate 
farm is to be re11ortetl. 

In accordance with these instructions farms and estab
lishments containing less than 3 acres were not reported 
i.n 1870, 1880, nor 1890, unless they so1d in the census 
year at least $500 worth of products. 'rhitt there was 
no logical basis :for this arbitmry rule ean be noted 
from the following facts: In no census of the country 
had one-half of the farms reported produ:cts of a value 
of $500, and the proportion thn.t had sold products of 
that value was much smnller. The land occnpied and 
the products secured by very many persons deyoting 
their entire time to caring :for snmll d!tiries, 11p'inries, 
1lorists' establishments, and kindred 11gricultural estab
lishments were omitted from reports, although these 
persons were properly included in the oc,mpittion tnhles 
11s dairymen, apiarists, florists, etc. The omission in the 
one rn1so and inclusion in the other account in part for 
the wide discrepancy between the statistics of oc:cupa
tion itncl those of n.gricultnl'e ns reported by the cemms. 

By reason of these facts the rule previously employed 
with reference to amount of sales was omitted in the 
Twelfth Census, and all agricultural esti1hlishments with 
less than three acres were reported Els forms whene,'er 
their operation or management required the comitimt 
serviees of at 1m1st one individual. The instructions 
issued to the enumerators were as followi>: 

A farm, for eenRus purpoAes, includes all the lnnd nncler tme man
ngeimmt, 11Sl"d fol' raising cropR and pasturing live stoek, with the
wood lots, swampR, meailows, etc., connected therewith, whether 
consisting of one tract or o.f sevoml separate tract.'!. It also indurles 
the house in which the farmer resides, and all other buildings used 
by him in connectjon with bis farming operations, together with 
the land upon which they are lomted. If the individual conduct~ 
i11g a farm i·esicleR in a house not located npon the Janel nsecJ hy hint 
for farm pnrprn;es, and his chh~f occupation is fanning, the house 
and lot on which it is located are a part of the farm. If, however, 
he devotes the greater portion of his time to some other occupation, 
the house in which he resides is not a part of Urn farm. If the 
land owned l)y an individual, fl.rm, or eorpomtion is operated in 
part by the owner aml in part by one or more tenants or m1rnagers, 
or if the laud is wholly opemted by tenanti; or managers, the por
tion of the laml occupied by each is a farm, anrl must be reported 
in the name of the individual or indivhluals operating it. No land 
cnltiv1tted under the direction of others is to be included in the 
rnport of the lantl operated by the owner. For census purposes, 
market, trnck, and fruit gardens, orchards, nurseries, cranberry 
marshes, greenhouses, and city dairies are "farms:" Provided, The 
entire time of at least one individual is devoted to their mre. '.!.'his 
statement, however, does not l'efer to gardens in cities or towns 
which are maintained by persons for the use or enjoyment of their 
fomilies and not for gain. Public institutions, as almshouses, ins1me 
asylums, etc., cultivating large vcgetabh' or fruit gardens, or cmrry
ing on other agricultural work, are to be considered farms. 

By these instructions the word "farm" was again 
g·iven a meaning practically identical with that in the 
minds o:f the persons in charge o:f the first census o:f 
agriculture in 1850. All separate tracts of land, regard
less of size, or of the income therefrom, which required 
for their management the services o:f at least one person 
during the greater part oft.he year, were to be reported 
as :farms. The only limitation employed in the census 
of 1850 was that which provided that small lots owned 
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or worked by persons following mechan~cal or other 
pursuits should not be reported when the products were 
valued at less than $100. The exact effect of changing 
the rule of 1880 and 1890 and returning practically to 
that of 1850 with reference to farms of less than a acres 
is shown in Tables 4 and 51, which give for each state 
and territory the number of farms of less than 3 acres, 
upon which the products not fed to live stock had a value 
in 1889 of lesi;; thn,n $500. 

RELATION 01~ THI~ STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE TO THOSE 

OP POPULATION. 

number of such animals not on farms, but those on the 
public domain or range were not sepamtod from those 
in cities, towns, and hamlets. The method of reporting 
the occupation of the persons caring for these animals 
was not changed, and the number of ranches or other 
establishments was not estimated. The census for 1870 
followed substantially the plrtn of the preceding· census. 
The population tables of 1850, 1860, itnd 1870 included 
as agriculturists the persons earing for these aninmls, 
but the statistics of agriculture ·foiled to include their 
pl'operty or their 1tgricultural operations .. 

The census of 1880 gave practicul recognition to the 
fact that the care of tho anirrn1ls on the public donrnin 
was n part of the agricultural operations of the conn try. 
The Superintendent of the Tenth Census, refel'l'ing, in 
his report, to n fable giving the munber of farms in the 
sever11l sfates, says: 

'£he nmnhor of fa1·mR repork1l in the torritories is inailequat.e to 

In its instructions with reference to farms, and in its 
arrangements for performing the bra.nch of work as
signed to it, the agricultural division sought to bring 
into a single report an exhibit of the number of establish
ments, under whatever mune, conducting agricultural 
operations, and also a stn,tement of the property used 
in connection with 1:mch opomtions and of the prodncts 
obtained. It sought also to bring the stati8tic8 of agri
cnltnre into greater harmony than heretofore with the 
occupation tables and the hthles of form ownership and 
tenancy compiled hy the population division. It strove 
to make tlrn fn.rmi;, florists' estu.hlislrnrnnts, and tlrn like, 
represent the property cared for by t.he persom; rn
portecl by the population division as farmers, fiorh;tB, 
ranchinen, planters, nurserymen, etc., thu8 securing 
greater consistency than in preceding census rtiports 
between. the number of farms and the rnnnber of farm 
fami1iei;. It was believed that the statistics of popula
lation conld then be used in testing the correctness of 
the statistics of ngricnlturc, and the sfa1tistics of agri
culture, in testing the correctness of the tftblei; of oc
cupn.tion and home proprietorship compiled by the 
popnktion division; in short, that the sttitistici; of the 
two diyisiorn; would thus he of mutmd assistance in the 
h1terpretn,tion of the tahnlated results. These ends lutd 
not been accomplished so fully in the past as was de
sirable, for the following reasons: 

· rnprcirient thn agricultural operations of those regions. This is 
owing to Urn fact that thmm oporations are ciirriocl on, not generally 
upon farnrn, in the ordinary or in any proper RenHe of that tmm, 
bnt-. over vast ranges, consi1:1ting mainly of public lnnds, under what 
is known as the ranch syAtem, tho prmlncts being chiefly 1rn~at, 
hides, an<l wool. i<· ·X· ·* '£he extm1sive pnrHuit of Hlieep and 
eattle rnising under the nuwh Hystmn in elirtain portions of Cnli
fornia, Oregon, Nev1ula, Colorado, Km1sns, Nebraska, nrnl Texas 
1tlHn rnquh·os a Rom ow hat largor vinw to be tnkl•n of tho ngrienltm·t1l 
eapi1bililimi nrnl the agrien1tnml operationH of theso states than 
would he implied in tlrn figures of the 1mmhor of farms nlo1rn. 

In 1850, n,s in all succeeding cemms years, there were 
many indivichmls who made use of public lands or of 
the unfenced and nnused lands of private individuals 
for herding sheep and cattle. The individuals thus con
ducting agricultural operations, some o:I' them upon n 
large scale, were enumerated and classed by the popu
fation division as engaged in agriculture and their occu
pation8 given as stock raisers, h-:irders, dairymen, or 
farmers, but no Q.atit in regard to their farm property 
or operations were collected by the agriculturn,l division. 
No attempt was made to enumerate or estimate the 
number of animals on these unfencecl lands, or to ascer~ 
tain the number of ranches, farms, dairies, or similar ' 
establishments with which these animals were connected 
and to which they contributed an income. 

In 1860 the census authorities recognized the fact 
that the scope of the farm enumeration did not include 
all domestic animals. Estimates were secured of the 

vVith the recognition that the range in<lustry W!l!'l !Ln 
essenthtl pttrt of the agricultural operations of the eoun
try, the Tenth Census expended nnwh labor 1t11cl money 
in secnring careful estimates, through speciiil 1ige11ts, of 
the number of animnJs on tho public domain tlmt worn 
omitted by the enumerators. 'rhe number of animals 
thus estimatecl was not, however, included with the 
nnmbcr reported from furnrn. 

Owing to the large aren. and sp!1l'SO settlement of the 
territory embraced by the range interests, it was impos
sible to make a trustworthy cstinu1te of the number o:f 
individual mnehos not reported by the enmnemtors, 
though in all probn.liility the opemtors thereof w<~re 
:fairly well ennmc\rntecl, n.nd were inelucled in the statis
tics of agricultunil populiition. 

·By 18HO the settlement of the West itncl Southwest 
had made such prog1·ess tt8 to lessen the practical 
difllc.ulties of securing accurate informatio'n relating 
to range animals. The work of the enumerators was 
accepted as virtually complete in Idaho, 'N ashington, 
Oregon, Kansas, Nebraska, North Dakota, Florida, and, 
with inconsiderable exceptions, in South Dakobt, al
though ten years before, their work in these stl1tes 
and territories was so incomplete as to require th.e 
supplementary estimates of the specfal u,gents. In 
parts o:f Texas, Wyoming, Colorado, Montana, Utah, 
Oaliforniti, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Indian Territory, 
and South Dakota, the reports of the enumerators were 
less satisfactory, and were supplemented by estimates of 
special agents. The results of such estimates were 
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embodied in the volume of agriculture, separate, how
eve1·, from the regular farm statistics. 

The authorities of the present census have endeavored 
to secure an enumeration of all animals on the range 
and thus to extend still further the practical improve
ments made by the census of 18\lO for Idaho, Washing
ton, Oregon, Kansf1s, Nebraska, North Dakota, and 
Florida. The extensive settlements in the range coun
try in the ten years succeeding 1890, and the very effi
cient labor of a large number of specilil agents rendered 
this possible. It was possible, also, to include in the 
statement of farms the number of ranches using the 
public domain, and thus to make the statistics of the 
range section of the country, as compiled by the division 
of agriculture, more harmonious with the occupation 
tables and statistics of farm families prepared by the 
di vision of population. 

The printed instructions. in regard to ranges were as 
follows: 

Acro~H the heading of schedules for farms or muches using public 
lands for grar.ing live 1-1tock, write tho word "Hange'' in large fotters. 
In reporting the live stock of snch a farm or ranch, gin1 the tofal 
11mnber ol animals, indnding those fcrl on tho mnge, belonging to 
or mre<l for by the farm or n~nch reported. If a much feases land 
from a At.ate or the N1itimml Government, or from a railroacl or 
othL~r eorporation, the aeroage of such leased land should he 
indnded in the acreage of the land owned by the much ancl an 
estimate of its valne inelrnled in the value of the ranch. If the 
animals connected with tho ranch fcecl upon the publie domain 
and the owner of the animals does not own or lmt.% any land, fill 
out a schedule for such ranch the same ns for an ordinary farm, 
writing, in answer to inquiry G, the words, "No land owned or 
leased." 

In including as farms the rnnchcs using the public 
domain, the rule ttppliecl was that adopted :for dairies 
and market gardens-thnt is, the test was not the amount 

of land owned or leased in connection with the ranch, 
hut the extent of the agricultural operations conduc.ted. 
If these operations were sufficient to require the constant 
labor of at least one person, the ranch was tabulated as 
a, :form;. othei·wise, not. When not thus tabulttted, 
nothing connected with it was included in the statistics 
of farms. The aninmls were tabulated with those not 
on farms or ranges, and no attention was given to the 
products. 

AltRANGEMENT OF DATA HY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONR. 

Prior to the census of 1900 the only classiiic::itions 
employee! in the statistics of farms were those by minor 
geog·rapbic divisions and by i:irea of farms in acres. 
The census of 1850 and each succeeding; census pre
sented the statistics by counties, states, and territories. 
The census of 1890 presented, also, the statistics by five 
grand geographic divisions of states and territories, 
designated the North Atlantic, South Atlantie, North 
Central, South Central, and Western. Since the adop
tion of that classification, I-fawaii has been incorporated 
into the nation, but as neither that territory nor Alaslut 
is classed in the five divisions named, they arn grouped 
together as a sixth division. In the genlrnil fables of 
this and Part II of the strttistics of agriculture the five 
leading divisions are placed at the head, m1cl the state:; 
and tl)rritories follow, arrangecl alphabetically. 'Nher
ever the statistics of individual states and territories 
are presented in the explanatory text accompttnying the 
geneml t11,bles, they are arrnngecl in their npproprinte 
geogrtiphic divisions. ' 

The nuips imcl diagrams m;ed in this volume to illns
trnte certain features of the discussion of the statistics 
of agriculture comprise 19 plates, which nre placed for 
con veuicnce immediately preceding the gene ml tnbles. 

AGRICUI/rURAL PROGRESS 0 F FIFrry YEARS. 

INORJ~AST~ IN THIU NUMHEit Ol!' l!'ARl\IS. 

The census of 11gricnlture of 1850 reported 1,44B,073 
:farms, and thn.t o:f 1900, 5,73f!,657, tin addition in fifty 
yetirs of 4,290,584 :farms, or nearly three times as many 
as lrncl been estnblished in the preceding two huudretl 
and fifty years of settlement. The smne pm:iod witnei=;scd 
an increase in national populntion from 23,Hll,876 to 
76i303,387, and in that of cities with 8,000 inhabitants 
and over, from 2,897,586 to 25,031,505. Notwithstand
ing this unprecedented growth in urban population, the 
increase in the number of farms was relatively greater 
-t~1an that in populntion, being in the ratio of 4 to 3.3. 
In 1850 there was 1 farm for every 16 persons in the 
U nitecl States; in 1900 there was 1 for every 13.3 per
sons. In proportion to population, therefore, there 
were .6 farms in 1900 where there were only 5 in 1850, 
representing an udditi.on of 1 farm for every 12.4 per
sons added to the national popuh:ition. 

If only the population outside of cities with 8,000 

inhabitants and over be considered, the following tigurps 
are obtained: In 1850 there was 1 farm for every 14 
of the 20,2!J.±,2HO persons composing thii=; popnlatioll, 
while in 1900, when the corresponding popnltttiou wai:i 
51,2'71,882, there was 1 form for every 8.D persorn:;, 
In proportion to the nouurbau population, there were 
7 farms in moo where there were only ± in 1850, rep
resenting the establishment bi' .1 farm for every 7.2 
persons added to the population outside of cities of 
8,000 inhabitants and .over. Compnrecr with the non
urban population thel'e were netirly twice as umny farms 
established during these fifty years as in the period 
between the settlement of Jamestown and the mid
dle of the Nineteenth century. This large actual and 
relative increase in the number of farms since 1850 is a 
fact of great social importance, and is reflected in all 
the statistics of agriculture. 

The number of farms, with the increase and per cent 
of increase for each decennial period .from 1850 to 1900, 
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is given for the United States and for the tive gcogTaphie 
divisions in tho following fable: 

'.l'Am,g !.-NUMBER OF FARMR, BY GEOGRAI'HIC DIVI
SIONS, WITH INCREASE AND PER CENT OF rncm~ASI<; 
BY DIWArms: SUMMAlW 1K50 'fO l!lOO. 

A.-'l'Irn UNIT!m H1'A'l'ES. 

Nmnhor of I1wre11Ho in l'u\~'t' t 
fnrim1, ,(lcmult~. hwrrntHll. 

1900 ........... _, ........................... . 
lH\lO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•. 
lHHO •.••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••• 
1870 ............................... - - -... -••• 
lHliO ........................................ . 
18f>O ........................................ . 

fl, 7il\l,Ofi7 
•l,fili·l,!Hl 
•l, llllH, U07 
~,1mu,mm 
2, tlH,077 
1,.uu,01:1 

ll,-NORTII A'l'LAN'l'W mVIHillN. 

1000 ........................................ . 
lH\lll ••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
1880 ....................... · ................. . 
1870 ••••••••...••.•...•••.••••••..•••.•.. ··-· 
lHtlO ........................................ . 
1850 •••••••••••••••••••••.••••..•.••••••••••• 

nn, non 
lif>H,O!i\l 
O\lli, 1!1\1 
li0l,fi\lf1 
r.n.t,u:m 
•IH\I, 7il·l 

, C.-R<>ll'l'H A'L'LAN'l'IU llIVIHI<lN. 

1900 ........................................ . 
18\10 ....................................... .. 
18HO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
1H70 .•••••.•••••••••••••.•.•••••••.• ,, ••••••. 
rnm1 •....••••••••••••••••••••.••.•••••••••••• 
rnrio ......•••.•••••••••••.••.....••....•....• 

ll.-NOR'l'H mrn•rrtAr; nIVlHION. 

11, I7ri, 016 2i1. 7 
fififl, 7:\.l 1:1, \I 

1 a.rn H~!! Ot>. 7 
'nm: 1108 :111. 1 

f>Ufl,tl!J.l '11. l 

1H, Ul\7 •) i) 
"!17,fl70 ,;;: :, 
\l·l,flH lfi.7 
Hli1 titiO H.fl 
?r>, l 81 tr,, ·I 

212, 1120 28. ·I 
Hli>,171 111.:l 
270, :127 7'' 'I 
12, 1112 2a: ii 
ria, 7tlit ~i. 7 

--------·----·-····----···-·-.. ------·----·····---
1900 ........................................ . 
1800 ...................................... , .. 
1880 .......... _ ••••.••••••••• ····-···· ...... . 
1870 ........................................ . 
1860 .••••.••..••..• ·••••• .• ······-········· •• 
lHliO ....... ···-········· .................... . 

2,1U!i,fill7 
1, 928, 822 
1, 097, 968 
l, l21i, 07R 

772, l(l/i 
•J37, fl97 

Jr..-KOlJ'l'H Cl~N'.l'IlAL I>IVIHION. 

moo ...... : .......................... . 
18\10 ....................................... .. 
lHKO ........................................ . 
1870 ........................................ . 
1860 ....................................... .. 
181iU ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

1, rinx, ma 
l,OHO, 772 

HH0,6'18 
!i!O, \l\IH 
H70,37il 
2Gll,HH 

l•'.-WgK'J'l~HN IHVISION. 

1900 ........................................ . 
1890 ...................................... _ .. 
1880 ............................. ~ ......... .. 
1870 ....................................... .. 
rnuo ....•............•..........•. ···-·· .. -·. 
18fi0 •••••••••••••••••••.••••.•.••••• •••••• ••• 

2•J2, 908 
14fi,87H 
83, 72ll 
48, 212 
3•J,OO<l 
!I, 712 

G.-AI,A8KA AND HAWAII." 

272J 7115 1·1. 2 
221i,8M 13. a 
li72, 800 60, 9 
352, Ill:! •lJi, 7 
83•1, 508 70. fl 

571, BO•l fi2, 0 
200, 12-1 22. il 
B7r1, flfiO 7ll, r. 
HO, 112r1 38. 0 
lOil, fifi!I 38. 8 

117,0!JO !ill, Ii 
02, ]fir> 7-1. 2 
HI\, fill 71!.7 
rn,MH au. 1 
27, Ufi2 <110,.1 

~~00 ·~:~ •••.••.•••.• .-:~:·:=~==r----;;T~·-··--·~·I ········ ·· 
1 Itrnlucllng forms In Alnska iu1cl liawal! which wcro not onumomtml prior 10 

19~ • 
!!Doercm1c. 
nNo report prior to 1000. 

In the census of 1900, there were enumerated, exeln
sive of similar forms operated by Indians, Hu:wn,iiarni, 
and Alaskans, 32,829 forms of less than 3 acres whieh 
reported less than $500 worth of form product::i not fed 
to live stock, and which wonklhave bee.n omitted under 
the instruetions given in 1880 nnd l8HO. The farms 
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in Alm;lm and Hawaii, 11mul1Cring 2,285, and those 
oi' Indians, nmnbcring l!l,HlO, were reported also :for 
the fit•Ht fano. The number of forms in the South 
Centrn.l 1ind West.em divisions, thn opomtors of which 
neitlrnr owm'd nor k:tse<l Jund in 18ll!l, hut grnzecl 
their c1ittlo and sheep on tho public domain, was approx
iumtoly f>, 785. Of Himilar i'nrrnH, 4SH Hituttted in 
K1irnms, Nohrnslrn, North Dakotn, Sonth Dakota, 'l'exns, 
Oklahonm, 1wd 1 ndian Territory reported inconws of 
ovor $!iOO, and 1iro tlin only one:,i not included in the 
82,82!) fonu:; ahovo referred to. Inelnding tho 486 
form8 laHt. reforrml to, tlrn farmK in Alaslm and I-fawnii, 
tho:;o of' Inclimrn, nncl thoHr. nnclor H :wl'eK in nrea which 
roportod Im;:,; thn11 $i300 wodh of farm prodnd::i not 
fed to livn ::;t.ock-·--n tot.111 oi' t>ri,510 fttrm;-;-~tlwro wm-c 
reportod in tlin lTnitod SttttoK, ;Juno l, 1\HlO, fi 17all,G57 
'l'nrmi;, m1 ium•ottiHJ in the lttHt; doc•adn nf 1,175,0H\, or 
~5. 7 per mmt. Jijxdntling thmn would lrn\'(~ 5,Hl-\,h, H 1 
f1tr111::;, an .incron::;p of l,ll!l,liOli, or :H·.ti per el'nt. 

lt i::; cvidm1t, then, tlmt their i11dnHio11 iH hut n Hlllltll 
factor in the grmtt inel'Ol\8(\ 8l10wt1 in tnhfo r. 

'.l'ho i11<•.romm b1 tho 11nmher of f1n•mi-i lmtwl1t1n 18HO 
and 11)()() WltR g'l'OlttOl' t}rnn .in lll1.)' J>l'Ol'Odinp: (llJCttdo, 
with the tixeoption of tlrnt l111twt1rm 1870 ancl 1880, 
Tho per cnnt of incroaHe, lio\VPVl'.l', wn,; :mmlfor than 
for any· <ll'cad(\ KirnJD 1850, oxcept that from 1880 to 
18HO. 

U h1 well knmyn that tho i;hitiRtie::; of agriunlturc itnd 
of populitt.1011 in l 870 were more or l<'Hii dofoctive. 
Tho nmnbm· of farlllH rnporterl in Mm;H1whuRottR in that 
ynar WllH lmrnly two-thirdx nK grPnt ns in 18(10 1ind 
1880, u,ncl atto11tion waH called to this fact hy tho Super
i.ntonclont of the OtlllHUH of: 1880. (See Statisti<!H of 
Agriculture, Tenth Con:,int-1, pngo x.) It is probable 
thnt nmny farms were omitted in other part):) of tho 
country, oHpeC'.ittlly in tho South, wlrnro it is now gen· 
timlly eoncodml tlrnt fargo num1>tn'R of people worn not 
entmlln'tttod. (Seo roport on population, ePn8tu:I of 
18!!0, Pa.rt I, pngeH xr, xn, xnr.) Tho nvidmwo of 
t;ho omh1sion of farms in 1870 is 0!1 tho Httllm dmmcter 
ao: that inclicatiug- tho omission o:f populnt:ion, hut owing 
to tho great nnmhor of v1iritthlo :fad«H'R nffocting"form 
statiHticH it is impos:-;iblo, s1w11 :for a few 81:uto:-; like 
Massachmiott::i, to nmko 1111y ro]fablo cstinmti1:-i of tho 
nmnbor of uncnnmor11tod farm:-; in 1870. 

Tho porconhtgeR of tiiblo I·----C1xeopt.io1mlly high for 
the dec1idc:,i oncling 1880 and :l!lOO, nncl lowrir for those 
ending 1870 1•ncl 18HO--tmggo8t the pmiHihility of 11 fail
mc to 1~nmm1mto 1ill the form1:1 in 1.8\10, as Jn 1870. 
W'hilo the increase in thc num bnr crf: forum viirics :;0111e
wluit with tho chango:; i 11 economic condition:,i affecting 
nntiomil prosperity, Hlwh v1iri1•tio1rn, in ull prollabilit.y, 
nrc not su:!lleient. to uccoLmt for the l!n·go increaHe in tho 
mu'nher of fiumR in the c1oc11dos 1870 to l8HO cind 1890 
to UJOO, and tho compttmtively small itwrettHC in tho 
decade 1880 to 1800. A number of additional facts sup
porting the conclusion that all the farms were not enu· 
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merated in 1890 will be considered later in'the discussion 
of other statistics relating to fn,rms, farm families, and 
persons eng11ged in agriculture. 

T!tble 50 presents, by states and territories, IL sumnrnry 
of the number of farms reported at mtch census from 
1850 to 1900. 'l'he Nortli Atlantic states, with the 
exception of Maine and llhode Isltind, reported more 
farms in 1900 thm1 ten years before. The g-1tin in New 
Jersey was 12.4: per eent; in l\fossaolmsettR; fl. 7 per 
cent; in Pennsylvanht; H.O per cent; in Connecticut, 2.3 
per cent; in Vermont, 1.tl per cent; in New Hampshire, 
0.6 per cent; and jn New York, 0.2 per cent. The 
number of ttll fa,rms in the division increased 2.l) per 
c.ent, while in the preceding decade it decreased 5,4 per 
cent. Between 1880 and 18DO the nmnber o:f farms 
decreased by 37,570, losses having occnrrecl in (l"\'ory 
state in tlrn division except l.)ennsylvania and New 
Jersey' leaving a net Joss between 1880 and moo of 
18,633. 

In nJl the South Atlantic sttites, except Virginia and 
the Dit:1trict of Columbia, tht1 number of forms reported 
has increased "in every cle~adc since 1850.' 'l'he exception 
in the ease of Virginhi was ctmsocl liy the :formation from 
a part of its territory of tJ10 stiito of vV cst Virginia in 
1863. From 181)0 to moo tho per cent of irn•l'(~itse in 
Virginfa, West Virginia, nnd North and South C11rolim1 
was comlidemlJle. The rate o:f gnin was smallest in 
Deliiwn,re, where it was l:mrcly a pnr cent. 

The number of farms reported from the North Cen
tml division in moo was 14.2 per cent grcmtor than in 
1890. Euch of' the 12 stnte8 in that division showed 
an increase, tho grm1tcst percentager:; of g1tin being· 
in North Dtikota, Minnesota, 1\'Ih;sonri, Michigan, n,nd 

W iseomdn. In all these stt1te'l, exeept ::Missouri, the 
incre1ise w11s due prineipally to the opening of JHlW 

farms on the virgin prairie, or on uleared forest lnnd . ..;. 
In Missouri the increase w1is 11trgcly c·.am;cd hy a sub
division of some of the farge fnrms, 

In the South Central division the number of farm:> 
ndded in tho fast ten years wn1:1 twice w,; grmit as in 
the lnrgest agricmltnml divisioni the North Centml, 
und the per cont of increase in the former diYision wns 
nearly four times as great as in tho latter, and over twiee 
that for the United Shit.es. As no fn,rms wero reported 
for Indian Territory in 1890, the per cent of increase in 
the decade crLn not be expressocl for that territory. 
Among the other states and territo1·ies, the grmttest 
percentng·es of gain 1u·e shown in Oklahonui, Louisi
ana1 Missis1:1ippi, 11ncl Texa1:1, in the order mentioned. 

The number of farms has increased since 1800 in 
every state and territory in the Wes tern di vfaion, the 
per cent of gufo for the gro11p being somewb1tt greater 
than that for.the 8outh Central. In this, as in the South 
Centml division, a part of the increase marks the open
ing of new farms, and a part, the inclusion of the rnnehes 
using the public domain, which bitd not previously been 
enumerated as farms. It is impossible, from the data 

available, to determine the actual and relative increase 
in the number of separate agricultural establishments in 
the several states and territories of these two divisions. 
'rirn publication, by states and territories, of the statis
tics of occupation and of temne of farm families, as 
compiled by the popuhition division, will furnish data 
for ii trust·worthy conclusion on this subject. 

In 1850 New York reported 170,621 farms~ the hirgest 
number of any state. Only two other stnteH reported 
over 100,000. 'rhcJ' worn Ohio, 143,807, and Pennsyl
vania, 127,577. 

In moo fifteen states reported over 200,000 forms, HS 

follows: Texas, 352,UJO; Missouri, 284:,886; Ohio, 
276,719; Illinois, 264,151; Kentucky, 234,GG7; Iowa, 
228,1322; New York, 22(),720; Georgfa, 224,G!H; North 
Carolina, 224,637; Tennessee, 224,623; l)ennsylvnnia, 
224,248; Ala1)luna, 223,220; Indianii, 221,8H·7; Missi8-
sippi, 220,803; 1tnd Michigan, 203,261. 

Plate 6 shows the incrense in numher of :farms since 
1850. 

INCREAfm IN PARM ACREAGE. 

Tuhle 52 prese;1ts iin exhibit by states mid territories 
of the acreage o:f forms us given in the census reports 
of 1850 to moo, inclusive. A snmnuwy of those figures, 
by geographic divisions, :is given in t!tble II. 

TAnrn II.-IMI'ROVED AND UNIMPHOVED LAND IN l<'ARJ\IS 
BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS, WI'l'H l'EH. CirnT OF IN
CREASE BY DF:CADES: SUMMAlff 1850 TO moo. 

A.-'.l'lrn UNITirn S'.l'A'rEfl. 

H.-NOR'l'H ATJ,AN'.l'IC t>IVISION. 
--------~------·-------

l!lOO ••••• - ••• 
11:\\lO •. - ..... -
1880 ........ . 
1870 .. ··--··· 
lllfJO ........ . 
1850 ....... .. 

o:;, ·ton, OHO 
62, Na. 5~5 
G7, 085, !HO 
!l2, N4, 884 
Gl,081, l\11i 
fJ5,lG2,831i 

20, •188, ·170 
20, 40fi, rm 
21, GOO, 008 
21,627,19\l 
22,099, mH 
21,200,<ili? 

·1. 2 i 8, l 20. 8 
~7.7 ~8.7 2r,,n 

K. 4 12. K ~ ll. I 
2. 7 fl./) ~ o) 1 

10.7 i.t.R '.i'.:! 

----'------'-----'---·---"---··--------·------
C.-SOU'£H A'l'LAN1'IG DIVISI<JN. 

- 58, 1~;.~~~T 
.. 

lUOO ......... 104, 201, rion 40, 100, 22(i ·1. 1 
18\lO ••••••••• 100, lfl7, 573 41, 077, 371 58, •180, 202 • 1. 2 
1880 _ ···-···· IOl 1 •119, flOB so, 170, 381 05,.!HO, 2a2 12 .. 1 
1870 ......... uni 21a~ orm 30,202, 991 GO, 010, OIH • rn. a 
18GO ••••••••• 100, 520, 771 34, 900, \l42 71, 619, 82\l HO 
ISliO - •••••••• UB, •101, 610 30,009, 323 03, 392, 287 ........... 

10.Ci ~O.li 
lli. ~ • 10. ·l 
JU.K 8.7 

!! J.3.f> 2 lH. ~ 
lli, 3 l:l.O 

D.'-NORTH Cl~NTRAI, DIVISION. 
-.-.-·-----

1900 .•....... 317,S<l\l,•17'1 222, BH,099 95, 03ii, 37f> 2ll. 7 20.n 
1890 ......... 256, 586, 994 184, 292, 126 72, 2\l'l, 808 IH.O 3,1, 7 
1880 ......... 200, 982,157 130, 842, 319 70,139, 838 '18. 7 74.li 
1870 ••••.•••• 139, 215, 260 78,•JO\l, f>O\l 60,805, 760 29. 0 49,\l 
18GO ......... 107, 8\l9, 590 52,308, 699 55,590, 891 72.1 90. l 
1850 ......... 62, 68G,490 26, 680, 332 86,006, 158 ....... ....... 

1Inclucling farms in Alaska and Ifowaii which were not enumerated pl'ior to 
1900. 

'Decrensc. 
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TAnLEII.-IMPlWVED AND UNIMPIWVED LAND IN FAHMS 
BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS, WITH l'Jm OEN'r OF IN
ORI~ASE BY DECADES: SUMM.ARY 18ii0 TO l\JOO-Oont'cl. 

E.-SOUTII t:lm'I'HAL DIVISION. 

ACllEH <ll' J.ANI> IN l•'AHMA, 

----,.·-· ····----·-----··----------~"-··-··-··--- --------
CirnAUH 
Y!o:All, 

1900 ......... . 
1890 ......... . 
1880 ......... . 
1870 .••.•••.•• 
1860 ........ .. 
rnrio ........ .. 

'fotul. 
'I' t 1 Im· Uuim·. 

Improve•l. llnllnprov1;11. 0 
"' prov<~<l 1irovml 

• lmul. Inn<!. lmul. 

(H.7 20,7 U7.1 
11.2 :m.1 7.7 
31.'l (i(), 2 22. 0 

ll(j,fJ IQ,4 120.4 
f>:l.a f>O.H M.2 

-----'---~·~----~------~-··-"·'----~--

I 
JUOO ........ .. 
18\lll ......... . 
lkHO ........ .. 
1870 ... : ..... . 
1860 ......... . 
1/llio .......... 

1 

113, 700,Rtal 
47, 2s2, 2a:i 
201 l~M, ~!f)2 
10, 2rn, OHti 
12, 717, (ltl7 
4, 004, 2rn 

F.-WES'l'EHN lJIVISION. 

21, rnn, liHl HU, u'll, l 711 
2:1,020,410 ~4 1 ~tH 1 H~!l 
lfJ,filif>,llHll 10,o~x,~rni 
8, lll2, li:lU 8, llG, '1·17 
H1 080, tM2 v, v:io, 7~r, 

:J.17,84/i •t,:no, 308 

G.-ALAHKA ANU HAWAII.• 

llH.•l 18.0 174. 7 
Hll. r, 47. u 12x. a 
m. n o~. 1 :10. II 
'2i. f1 11\1. H 110.1 

172. 7 Uf>ll. !) 1011.2 ....... ........ ········ 

From l.8fi0 to moo the reported ltl'e!L of .farm hrnd in
r.rcased from 2\J8,GHO,U1'11tcl'OH to s,u,20 L,[)40 IWl'l);-;, The 
new fond opmwd for agl'icnltuml uses was 13·17,IM0,!132 
acres, or nearly twice as mnch as tlmt <\onv<~rtod from 
the wilclmness into ·farmi:; prior to tho middle of tho 
century. '.l'he improved land in farms, which wa1:; only 
113,032,fl141wres in 1850, u.clvanced to ~bH, 7ti3,1!)1 acrmi 
in lDOO, 1rn inereium during the lmlf: eontury of 301, 760, 577 
acres, whieh incroaso roprnsoufa nearly threo times the 
urm1 under improv<mumt in 1850. 

'L'ho productive power o1' the farm 1rntumlly j1wreusrni 
in p)'(Jportion to the increase o1' its improved aroa. ln 
18fl0 thn forms of the eonntry not ouly supplind the 
people with food and with most of tho i·11w nmtorial for 
clothing, hut fnrnishod itlso considoruble quantities of 
protlnctB foroxport. 8inco that time the orop-pf'odudng 
area Ii.as incroascd so rnudi foHtor than tho national pop
ulation that the connt.ry now i;npplies its pooplo with 
more an.d bettor food mid with more n111tnrial fo1'. cloth
ing tlmn lWor before, and at the Bame time nxports 
agricultuml produetH to mi extent that wnB impo:;sible 
until recent years. '.l'ho fignre::i crf fal>lo II and Tab1e 52 
furnish a parti1L! statement of thi::i incroased power of 
the country to export the products of the i;oil. Had the 
area of improved land increased at no grm1ter rnto than 
the national populat1011 (220 per cent), it would have 
been only 371,877 ,300 acres, or 42,915,SHl acres lei;s thnn 
it actually is. All this surplus aren is nv11ilable for the 
production of food supplies for foreign nations; lmt, in 
fact, owing to improved methods of cultivation and to 
the occupation of more fertile soils, the exportations of 
agricultural products from this country have increased 
in even greater proportion, ltnd now bnve nn nnnual · 

value nearly, if not quite, equal to one-half thnt of the 
tobtl production of staples in 1850. This is evidenced 
by a comparison of th<1 'l'rewmry statement of exports 
in 18HV with the census crop report of 18411. 

'L'he reportod farm acreage of the Nor th A tlnntic 
division, ai; given in hihle n, presents sornc1 trnomalios 
which i;uggest the prolmhility of error in the <mt11ncra
tio11 of one or more e1msu:-; yeat'H, 'rlrn Tonth Census 
eallod 1itt.entio11 to c1·rorH in tlie form Cl\llSlU:l of 1870 by 
which 11 largn m1mher of forms were omit.tl~d from the 
cnurirnration, ctu1siug tho ttrca of farm land to !tppc11r 
smalkr tbttn it rnally wa8. At least (:i00,000 neres wore 
thm:1 omitted in l\fassitchnsetts, nrnl t.lrn 1wronge omitted 
in the other North Atltintic shitm; tts tt re:-mlt of the same 
Cl'l'Ol' wns at least 0110-lw lf ns much morn. .A correct 
census in 1870 would prolmbly luwo roportml 11t fonst 
1,000,000 mol'l\ itcrm; in tho N01·th Atlantic statl•s than 
are .~hown by the Jignros ol' t11hlc II 1tnd Tn.hlc tl~. 

'.l'hc form are1t of' thc\HC sttitn;-; ns reported in 1880 
WllH about tl,000,0UO 1wrns in cxm11:1s of the 11rcm roportnd 
in 1870 or in 1H90, and ttbont 2,501J,OOO 1wroi; in excoss 
o:E that reportml in moo. The v11ri11tions in tlw thrnc 
ymtrs, 1870, 1880, and 18110, worn liu·gely c~onJiued to im
provod hind. 'l'lws(J a11011rnlieH i!J(1imito that both tho 
totlil acrmig·o and thu 1wn11tgn of improvod hmd rnported 
hy tho ~~l\llSllH of 18H0 Wlll'll in excnss Of tho 1wtnal lll'OltS, 

A l'omparh;ou of tho form i'icreagc roportod .in 1880 
with that oi' as:-;n1-11:1n<l la11cl diHclmrns a m1m 11or of countimi 
in which tho former CXl'<icdecl the lnttlir. Among these, 
11ttention ii:! cnll(•d t:o l\ilonl;gonwry nnd ()Jwnnllgo 
countim;, New York, with 227,7M.l tuH.l 5·17,040 1tcrcs, 
rm1poctivoly, 01: as;-;ossotl land, hut ropot ~ing in 1880, 
28!i,U41 and GOIJ,!i!J~ iwros nE fnrm lttnd. 

Tho sourco of' this orror il:! diseloslld by lt ettreful 
study of the farm i;chmlulPti roooi.vod from those eoun
tim; and tt eompurison of tho ttcl'Pttg·e8 of 11m11y forms 
ns roportocl in 1870, 1880, l8HO, an<l 11100. 1 n l8fiD und 
in 18HO tho consuH n:-;Jrnd for repol'ts of "aerns of hind" 
undor th(~ two Jieuch; •' impro\rod" and ''unimproved." 
'.l'ho cmmns of 1870 11hm enllod :for like reports, lmt 
tho unimproved ltmd WllH su litli vidod into '~wood htnd" 
nncl "other unimproved." In 11cmn of these ymrs 
could there lmve lHien mtwh mhmndorstm1tling concern
ing farm 1wrmigc, the~ t.otal 1trna boing the ::ium of the 
neres reported unclnr the foregoing hettds. In 1880 
the ceni;us sought to secure .rnporti:l of lnnd 1irer1 nnder 
tbe two gcmeml heads i' improved" 1wcl ''unimproved," 
cu.ch of which wrts clivillcd into two subhen,cls. 'rhc two 
for ''improved,, were (1) "tilled, including bllow tmd 
grass in rotation (whethor pasture 01• meadow)" 1tnd (2) 
"pern111ncnt meaclow8, ·permanent pt11:;ture8, Ol'(.\hEirds, 
and vineyards." '.l'he subclivisions for "unimproved" 
were (1) "wood land and :forests" 1md (2) "other un
improved, including' old fields not growing wood." 
The majority of the enumerators understood the ques
tions as intended by the census authorities. A consider
able number did not. Those misinterpreting, reported 
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meadow land, and in Rome cases permanent pastures, in 
both subdivisions of the improved, thus reporting much 
more improved land than"existed. Upon the schedules 
there was no eheck by which the clerks tabulating the 
reports eou1d detect such errors. In 1890 the same 
questions were asked and gave rise to the same inis
understauding on the prLl't of tho enumerators, hut the 
schedules of tha.t year called for statements of the total 
farm tLreit in nddition to i·oport:::; of acreage under the 
four specified heads. \Vith the total lLl'Cn reported 
there was provided u check for corroding the errclr of 
tho enumerator, nnd that correction was made on etwh 
sehednle where the er1•or was found. These focts, it 
is believed, fully explain the great apparent decrease 
in the total area for 1890 in the North Atlantic Htates, 
as well a:,; tlrn great decronse in the ucreago of im
proved land. 

A study of the 8Chedulrn.; of 1880, and comparisorn; 
with those of 1810 and 1890, show that there was 
an excess of acreage reported in 1880 in every Hec
tion in which permanent ineadow:,; and pastures wore 
found, but tlrnt the largest porcontuge of error was in 
the North Atlantic divii;iou. Tho· discovery of this 
error of 1880 caused tho change in the form of tho ques
tions relating to lfind areas !Lnd tho adoption of tho 
pbrnseology and instructions found upon the :;chedules 
of lflOO. It is helievod tlmt tho form of the questions 
adopted lms elicited tho true ncreagc oi' tho :farms re
ported. 'l'he excess reported in 1880 in tho North 
Athtntic division wits in !tll proluthility not far from 
2,500i000 acres, while in ull the other divisions there was 
doubtless some excess of the same character, hut the 
datu at hnnd are insufileiont for mn.ldng· trustworthy 
estimfites o:f its extent. The foet that such excess cxisti>, 
however, must be considered in any study of the figures 
for improved land and the changes thereof in all five 
geogmphic divisions. 

1 Tnking into account the peculit1rities of the census 
1·eports of farm acrmigo in 1870 and 1880, n careful 
study of 'fable 52 shows that, of tho North Atlantic 
states,.Maine, Vermont, Now York, und PennsylvanhL 
contained more acres of farm land in 1900 tlmn in any 
preceding census year. They also show a fairly regu
lar, although trifling, increase hr acreage for eaoh decade 
sincG 1850. New Hampshire, Mnssachusetts, Con
necticut, und Rhode Ishmd reported smaller farm acre
ages in 1900 than in Home of tho curlier census years. 
In Rhode Island the acreage has decreased more or less 
regularly every decade since 1850, and prior to 1890 in 
the following states: In Massachusetts since 1850, in 
Connecticut since 1860, and in New .Tersey since 1870. 
In these four states tho increasing arml utilized by the 
growing urban and suburban population has more than 
balanced the opening of new farms and, the enlarge
ment of old farms by clearing o:f forest land not 
included in the curlier census reports. In the other 
states the reverse fa true, and tlrn farm areas are 
increasing. 

In the South Atlantic states tho most striking fact to 
be noted concerning the reported farm ureas is the 
grcut decrm1se in the decade 1860 to 1810. This was, 
of course, one of tho disastrous effects of the Civil War, 
from which the South, after forty years, has not yet 
:fully recovered, as is shown by the fact tlmt in some o:f 
these states tho reported ncreago o:f farm land in moo 
was less than it was in 1860. But tho appnrent decline 
in acrrn1go between 18GO and 1870 was not dne who Hy 
to this rnmse. A cohsidcmhlo part o:f it reflect:,; the 
imperfect onumem'tion o:f 1870. ·vvith the exception 
of the District o:f Columbht, all the states of the South 
At.11111tie division show nmirly continuous increases 
in farm acreage since 1870. The lnrge iwnmge of 
1880; as compared with that of 1800, is tho rmmlt of the 
cum.;es a.f:l'ecting farm arons, to which special considera
tion has be.en given in ii preceding p11ragmph. 

"With fow exeoptions the reported arett of' farm bnd 
in 1111 the North Central 11nd vVestern states ha:,; in
crcmsed in every decade since 1850. In tho dernide:,; 
18ti0 to 1810 and 1870 to 1880 there was a decrease in 
New Mexico, and in the decade 1880 to 18!l0 there were 
8light decreases in Ohio, Illinois, iwd Indiana, due to 
the focton; described in the dbeussion pertaining to 
the North Athintic states. These factors wero un
doubtedly operntivo in itll the other sttites o:f the divi
sion, hut the effect, in most cases, w11R concealed by the 
very groat ltdditions to farm ltreas that have taken place 
in each decade. In the forty yeiu·s from 1850 to 1890 
the increiise in farm acreage in the North Central 
sttitcs constituted nearly two-thirds of tllltt for the 
United Statc8. During that period the states of this 
division received tho greater share of the benefits de
rived :from the enactment of the homostend act of 1862, 
chief among them being the immigration of it numerou:; 
farm population recruited from the most thrifty races 
of Europe. 

In the South Central as well as in the South Atlantic 
stt1tes the Rtatistics of farm acreage in 1810 reflect the 
results of the Civil War, und also the imperfect onmnora
tion of that year. I:f ullowtm~e be made for those factors, 
most o.f the states of this divhiion record a continuous 
increase in farm acreage from 1850 und a very marked 
increase since 1870. The only exceptions are Kentucky 
and Tennessee, which showed a decrease in 1890. Tho 
iiggrcgute increase in the decade 1890 to lUOO was 
101,290,551 ftcres, a greater gain than has ever been 
reported for a single decade by any other geographic 
division. This enormous increase was largely due to 
the opening up for settlement of agricultural lands in 
Oklahoma and Inditm Territory and to the :,;ale or leas
ing of state land in Texas. In the last-mentioned state 
most of the grazing Jund still belongs to the state, but 
in 1900 it was leased to cattle and sheep raisers, and 
wus included in their farm reports. The increase in 
farm acreage, therefore, is not due wholly, as it always 
has been in the North Central states, to the settlement 
of land under the homestead or preemption laws. 
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In the W cstcrn division there hn.s been it continuous 
incrca:,;e since 1850 in the farm area reported. From 
1890 to moo the increase wns nearly 100 per cent, and 
consisted· nminly of land pnrchn,sed by settler:,;, but 
partly of flchool htnclR mid other lands leased from thn 
state for 1bgricnltnrnJ purposes, 1md lttnd:; lensed from 
milroad companies ont of gmnts soem·e<l to thmn under 
tho v1trimrn milroad litnd-gmnt nds of the paHt forty 
years. , 

In 1850 only three states report(\(1ovor20,oon,oooacrns 
of farm bnd--Virgiiiin, 2B,152,Bll; C-h~orgiit, 22,821,27H; 
and North Citrolina, 20,unn,mm. · 

In lllOO thore wen1 livn HtiitPs with farm 1u·na:-; oxt•.eed
ing B0,000,000 1wrl'H, ns follows: Toxas, 121),807 ,017; 
Kansas, 41,(Hl2,ll70; Iown, :J,~,57±,a:-H; Miss~iuri, 
B3,Hll7, 78B.; and Illinois, H2, 7ll4:, 728. .Phttn !I show,; tlrn 
incroitsn in improvod 1trnl nnimprorn<l land sinc<1 l~O, 
ttnd Platn 7 shows tlrn improved and uuimprnv(l.<l liwcl 
by Hhtt<1H ltllcl tnrritorieH lJ1 HJ()(), 

A Vl"1tAOI~ Hl;i\J•l OF 1"Alll\IS, . 

In 1dl of tho ffro geogmphin <livrnionfl, with tlw nxcn1i
tion of the North Cmitml, thn incnm:m Hincn 1::-:Go in the 
1lnmhm· of f1n·111,; Im,; linen rnbtivdy grtmtl\l' tlmn tlmt 
in farm ttrrnt, ancl co11Hm1u<~11tly thn avnrngo sixo of 
farms, with tlw l\Xl\Option tthov!l not.ml, has clnurnaso<l 
<luring t.lin Kitme p!\riod. I 11 hthlo rn thn IW<ll'ago Hixn 

. of farms i,; givon liy goog1·1iphi<: divi:-;im1H :fol' mwh 
cnmms yrnir, hngiuning with 18i30. This infornmtion i,; 
prrnmnted hy :-;fates nnd territories in Tahle 50. 'l'h<1 
snnH\ fad,; a1·n rn·nHl\llted graplrirntlly in Plttto H, whfoh 
1tl::;o g;ivns Ill\ l\Xhihit of thn lt\'PJ'ttg'n Ki?.<\ of for111H in nll 
tho ~tate::; an<l tmTitorin:-;. Platt\ :LO g·ivos tlm s1tmn 
chtHK of fact::-1 in ttnotlwr f orrn. 

'l'AHLl~ IIL-A VKltA<m NUl\IBJm Ol<' AClHEK l'Im li'AHM, 
BY ( lEO«HAPIIW lll VIRIONf.\: 8UiVTi\IAHY 18fi() 'l'O moo. 

llJ.:OtilL\PllTC llTVIHJONH, lllOO IHllO IHttO 

Thn lfnltl'<l fih\l<lH J<.1(],(j 19U. 2 ~02, (i 

Nnrlh Atl1inlitl......... .... . .. \Ill. f> \JO. a 117. 7 HH. :I lOH. l 112, 0 
south At111ntl1\ ................ lllH.'l rna.n lr.7.4 2-11. t 'I'•" H a10 .. 1 
North C~nlrttl ................. HI.fl 1:111.•I 121.U 12!1.7 ii1\i:7 l•Jil.ll 
8nulh C1mlrnl ................. lr>fi,4 1"'1,0 JfiO.li JU.l.·l :121.B 2Ul.O 
WtiHtorn... ... .. .. .. . ... • .. .... :IH0.1 I 112·1.l :112. u aao .. 1 :.llili. u ou.1. u 

A111Hk1~~~~{Lwiill~~ ... 1, 1'12.~L·.:.~~:~~:-~:.: .... · .... · ...... " · .. · · · .. 
l No rnport [1rinr lo 10()0, 

For the United St.ates the avnrage she of famrn de
creased from 1850 until 1880, Kine<~ which yrntr it has 

• steadily incre11secl. This W!ts true, ah;o, in the North 
Uentml and W eKtem divisionR, hut in the North Atlan
tic shttcs there WftS a decrease until 18HO, 1t gitin heing 
shown for the h1st decftde only. If, however, the farm 
acreage report.eel n.t the eemnu; of 1,880 was, 11:-1 hitK been 
estimated, approximately 2,500,000 acres in l\Xcess of 
tho actual acreage, the average 1,iizc of farms in this 
division was smallest in 1880 and the ch1mges have been 

identical in tinrn and diar1tt•tor with thosn for the 
United StatPH. In the South Atlantic divil'.!ion there 
was a constant dt\t•.rmvm from 1850 to lHOO, 11nd in the 
South Central, from l8GO tci 18HO. The :t\'orng<~ for 
this hit.tor group WtlH gn~atnr in 18HO than in 18!10, 1ind 
in UlOO than in 18\IU. 

An ex1unination of tho tw<1r11ge sbm of form,; for the 
iudivi<lrntl 1:1tates, as giv<m in Tahiti GO, and that for the 
t'Olllltie:-1, llS given in Tithll\ Jn, <lisPlOKPH ill lllltll.Y of the. 
oi<ler i:mttle<l coummnitios n dn1~rensn in tlw tw01·11gn :-iizc 
of farms. Thi:-; i,; most n111drnd in tlrn 1~otton-growing 
:>tates, wlwrn it is tho l'lisnlt, o:f it snhclivi,;ion of the 
larger holding·s 1intl the lrntsinµ; of Rlllltlll\l' an'as to 
tenant:-;, tlw sizt1 <lepm1ding npon tlin ttmonnt of land 
whid1 tho fonttnt ea111n·opt•rly cul tkitto by liiH own h1hor. 
This lllOVPHlnnt lrngan shortly aftt\l' tho dost\ of tho 
Civil ·war, 1wcl i:-1 still in prog'l'c\:-;s in llH>:-;t; se1•.tions where 
l1u·gn nr<ms 1ir11 dnvotecl to the g·rowing of <·otton. I ts 
oxtont may be llll\ltiilll'P.cl by tlw. rrnltwt.ion in thn tWN'ago 

ltl'<'ll of farm:-; in thn Hont.h J\ tlnntio ,;tn.tns 'from )ll0.4 
1wrm; in lHtiO to 108A fWl'l\R in l!llHl. 

Nowhern in thn Nm'thcwn Rtates haH tlwrl\ l>Pon IL like 
dem'<'llHt\ in tho lt\'(imgn Rixn of fot•m,;, Tim nvnmgP in 
M1tinnlmi4 iIH 0 l'<\1tsn(l from ll7.21wrn:dn 18f>Cl to lOB.~ 1wrn:-; 
in llHHl; in Nmv HmnpHhirn, from lHl.ll 1w1·r•s to l~H. 1 
1tcl'Bllj 1i11cl in Vnm10nt, from li!H.li ttel'(;s to l,1-2.7 acres. 
Jn rno,;t l"onntit\H of tlwH(\ Hhttes tlw 1mt<li11g itgri<'Ultnml 
pur:-mil; i:-; dairying·, 1t1Hl 1 owing to thn fnd, tlmt. in thi:-; 
industry V<ll'.Y small farms <!Ill\ not propi\l'ly support a 
family, the l'm•ms aro lieing :-iolcl nnd tlw la11<l 1ih~orlH'd 
in htl'g'l\l' holding:-;. 'l'hi:-i rnoY<mH\nt. t•nn l10 tmcw.d iu ttll 

thn clniry :-1Petio11H of: the North Athwtin <livis.ion. In 
snd1 statnK nB :MrtHH1whrn·mttH, Now York, New ,for::;oy, 
Penn::;y lvimia, 1mcl Conmwtieut this itun·<'1tsn iu tlrn Rir.o 
of fitrnrn in tho dairy stw.tion:-i lrnR hmm mot'<\ than cou11-
terlml!lncod hy tho snhc1ivision of old farms nea1· eitiPs 
for mm in tho growing of frnib; and V<1.gd1ihll'H, whfrh 
accouutH for tho <l<W.J'OILKl" in t.h<1 uverttgn IU'<'ll of tho 
·forms of the,;o Ht.lites. Thn ,;nnw c"<mdition:-i lm\'l\ lH~en 
opomtive in Ohio, Imlinrnt, and Illinohi, diminishing 
the !Wel'!lge size Ot 1dl fol'lllR fm• tJirnm Hfattos, 'nltl10ugh 
not matl\rhtlly atrocting tlmt o:f farms ilevotPd to <iiYPl'
sifiecl agrieilltnrn. In sections hdtnr adllptnd for 
gmxing than :fol' tlrn tmltiv1ition of c1•opK, nH in Wl'HtPl'll 
Ifons1t:-1 1w<l N elirnslm, North and ~on th Dn.kotn, we:-it
om 'l'cxitf.:, a1'i<l in most of tlw .. 'l<'mi-nl'id port.iom1 of: the 
West, the 1tverngc area of fann,; iH lllttl'h ln.rgm t.lmn in 
other p1irts 0£ the country 1 1t11cl ha:,; tendncl to incr11ti:-;e 
in the \m;t decade. 

Throughout tho United Stttt!'.s, the im~roaH1~ or dc
crense in the average sir.e of form:-i, thoreforP, is d1rn 
to the changes i nciclont to the adjnstnrnnt 01' t.lw ngri
cnltuml operations of eaeh locitlity to those hrnnehos 
0£ husbandry to which it i8 be8t ftdapted. lt nmy be 
said that. the avernge area of forms tends to itpproxi
mate the areii :from whinh the farmer posseHHing 1tvnrugo 
capital cm1 s·eeum tho lal'gr~st return:-;, 
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Table IV presents, by geographic divisions, the aver
age number o:f acres of improved land per :farm. 

TADI.E IV.-AVEHAGE NUl'dBER OF ACHES OF IMPROVED 
LAND PER FARM, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: SUM
MARY 1850 'ro 1900. 

GEOOllAPl!IG DIVISIONS. I lflOO 18110 1880 1810 11'160 11850 

~----------1-

NorthT~::u::!i~c.r~ -~~~~~~:::::::I ~~~::. c~,~~~'. ~~~ =~~~ --~~~\'~ ::: : 
SouthAtlnntic ................ 47.9 Ofl.ll 5G.l 80.7 115.6 120.U 
NorthCcntrul. ..•••........... 101.2 Oli,8 80.G G9.7 67.7 61.0 
SouthCcntrul ................. •J8,3 m.o rifi.2 60.H 89.7 [ 82.tl 
WcRtCL"ll •••..•.•••.•••.••....•. 111.R 157,ll 185.9 lGR.1 100.4 51.8 
Aln8klt IUHl Httwa!P • . • . . . . . .. 12U, 0 •....•..••.•..•.••••....••.•... ·I· ..... .. 

I ----------'-----'----'---------·-------
I Nu reJllll't prior to rnou, 

In the North Central state:-;, the avomg-e muuher of 
acres of improved land per fanu incren:-;ecl steadily 
from (il.O in 1850 to 101.2 in :moo. In the \Vestern 
division it incrensecl :from 51. 8 acres in 1850 to 185. n in 
1880, ttncl then deereased to 111. 8 tterns in moo .. In the 
Sonth Atlantic 1tnd South Central states the dmng·os, on 
the whole, were in the other direction, the- average for 
the former group o-f :-stutes declining from 120. !:l acres 
ln 1850 to 47.H ltel'CS in HlOU, n,nd in the latter, from 82.(i 
acres to 48.8 aeres. There WU8 a decline also in the 
North Atlm1tic division, but itf! extent wa8 less nmrked. 

Plafo (i 8how::; the 1wer11gc size of: forms from 1850 to 
J.900 and smne by stnfos and territories :for moo. 

INOltl~ASI~ J.N IMl'IWYKll Jo'AHM I,AND. 

'.I\thle Y t;hows, by geographic divisiorrn, the per cent 
of farm ln.nd improved for eiwh decade since 1850, 
tho figures heil1g taken from Trthlo 152, which giveH 
corresponding pereentagos for itll tho state:-; nnd t(h·ri
torics. 

TAm,g V.-PJm ($N'l' OF FA}{l\[ LAND Il\IPJWVED, BY 
cmocm.Al'HIO DIVISIONH: SUl\IMARY 1Rii0 TO moo. 

=============·--=-=------="1·''==--=,===== 
CH~OUJtAl'IrIC DIVISIONS, 11100 181l0 1880 1870 18GO UH\O 

'l'ho Unite<l Sl1lteH ....... •19. 3 1\7, •l 58.1 ·lli.il •JO.l 38. i) 
.. _. ... ·~-.. _, __ ., - ·~ -· ~--.. -~ - . •·•w~ -----

North Atl11ntlu ................ , r)o.o 07. f> 6R.2 05. fi 63.8 Ill. (l 
Sontl1 Atlnntlc ••......••...••. 1 H.2 11. 0 :rn. 7 :i~l. ;, 32. H 82.1 
North Central .••......•.....•. 1 70. 1 71. 8 UG, 1 M.a 4B.f> 42. B 
South Ccntrnl. ............... .; :11.0 ·12. •1 IW, H :n:a 27. tJ 2~. 1J 
Western ••.•................... 2ll.O •JS. 7 f>t),·l rio. 0 20. 0 7. f) 
Alaslm ttnd H11wnii' .....••.•• I 11. B .. ~ ..... ......... ........ . ........... . . . --... ~ -

1 N n ruporl JH'ior to !U()O, 

Even after due allowance has heen made :for the 
erroneous and excessive reports of: :form land imp1·oved 
in 1880, and the defective roports of Nlassauhnsetts and 
other states in 1870, the per cent of improved htnd 
in the North Atlantie division is nevertheless found to 
have increased from 1850 to 1880, and thererL-fter to 
fawe,decreased. The per cent of farm land improved 
in 1850 was 61. 6; in 1800, 67.15; and in 1900, hut 59. 5. 

0-f the inclivichrnl states in this division, New ,Jersey 
J.'eportecl substantially the same improved a{·ea in 1900 
as in 1870; Maine, Vermont, New York, and· Pennsy 1-

vania showed increases in the 1irea of improved farm 
land each decade down to l8HO, and decreases since 
that ymn·; Connecticut and New Hampshire, contin
uous decreases since 18GO; Rhode Isln.ncl, since 1850, 
except in the decade 1870 to 1880j and Mnssaphusetts, 
since 1850, except in the decades 1850 to 18t30 and 1870 
to 1880. 

A portion.of the decrrn1se in improved farm land in 
those states is duo to the inclusion within city limibi 
of former farm areas, but the greater portion is duo 
to the change in the character o:l' agricultnrnl <iperatimm, 
und the now method:-; adopted for l:lOcnring tho gretLtc:;t 
income from farm 111nds. The competition of V.f c':itern 
land has rendered the cultivation of: eon'alK, with the pos
sihle exception of corn in some localitieR, less pro!it!Lblc 
thmi formerly, and this has led to a gradual .dl\Cl'mtsc in 
ths !Heit of laml devoted to such crops. At the same timll, 
the growth of uity population in these states has stim
ulated certain special bmncbes of agri_culture, notltbly 
dairying- antl nmrkot gardening. These e.hangrni luwe 
led to !t natnrnl selection of land aec6rding to its adapbt
hility to special uses. The most fertile and mol-lt muiily 
tilled lands hiwe been retained under cultinttion or have 
been converted into permanent meadows and' mnde in
creasingly productiYo, while Jess fertile !mids that in·o 
plowed with difficulty, and meadow ltrncl which can 
not he mown by rn!tchines, have been, in urnny case:-;, 
converted into permanent pastures. The resulting in
ercased average :fertility of -plow and meadow lm1dH 
enables the farmers to raise on !L smaller armt the winter 
foecl :for the animals that cm) be kept 011 tho enlitrg(i<l 
!Lrea of partially exhausted pasture land during the sum
mer. The increm·dng cultivation of forage crops, the UHC 
of tho silo, arnl the larg·er acreage of corn grown and fod 
on tho farm, arc a:ll facto1·s contributing to the Harne 
encl-·tt decrease in tho total area required to prodtwe 
the ·winter -feed for the :farm animals. No such im
provement ha;:, been made in the pa:-;ture landH; hence, 
there is n readjustment of the. total farm area, involv
ing rt reduction o:l' meadow itncl plow land and !m in
crease in thnt used :for pasture, The tendency toward 
this change-arising from the increased 1wemgc pro
ductiveness of: the soil still under plow or mowcr
is cnhancecl by the custom, growing among Eastern 
farmers, of purchasing feed produced in the \Vest. 
This practice lessens tho dem!incl for meadow iwcl 
plow land, and results in an increase in the areit use<l 
·for pasture, so that a greater proportion of farm land 
is each yeitr being considered !LS unimproved. 

In the South Atlantic division, the area and per 
cent of farm land improved increased in eaeh dec
ade, except in that from 1860 to 1870, when the armt 
decreased, thoug·h the per cent inerensecl. The de
crease in area in that decade was due to the Civil vVm· 
and to the defective reports of. the census of 1870. 
Delaware showed it decrease in .the last ten yertrs, 
htrgely clue to enuse.s similar to those described as cans-
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ing the decline in the North Atfontie Htntes. ln the 
District of Columbia, the area. of improved farm hu1d 
hns ·clecreasecl in the past twenty yeun1, owing princi
pally to the utilizntion of former :farm ureui; :for other 
th1tn 11gricultmal purposes. All tho other stateH of this 
divhiion show a continuous incroase in improved farm 
area i:dnue 1870. 

The North ()<mtml diYitoiion :;hows a eontinuon1:5 in
crense in tho aniit of improved farm hmd reported ut 
each census since 1850. The same r:1tatmnent 11pplier:1 to 
eiwh of the states in this divhiion except Illinoit;, which 
showed u great increase in 1880, followed by 11 decrmtse 
in 18£10. This irregularity w11s due to the faulty method 
of collecting stnth1ticl:5 of meadow and per111mw11t p!11:l

ture ltu1cl in 1880, as has heM expl!tined for the North 
Athmtic stiiteH. The infhrnncc of the Hitnrn :factors m11y 
be detected in Ohio 11bo, 11lthongh 11ot to so nmrkecl tt 

degree ftH in Illinoi..;. 
~rho st1tti:-1ticH of improved farm fond :for tlrn 8onth 

Ocntml HtittoH, m: :for thn Sou th Atfontie, i,;how tho 
effects of th.o Uivil 'Niir timl of the fanlty onumorntion 
of 1870 in the South. The division Hhows tt umrkcd 
increase in improved form land area for rnwh cfocadc 
since 1870. As regimh; tho indh'idnal ~tntes, the only 
dnere11se is :for Texas in the decade 1890 to 1000. Dur
ing this decadli, tho stiite irwroasecl itH totol famu 1tro11 
74,400,080 iwros, lmt itH improved farm ttren tfo01.·m1Hed 
1,170,131) iwrm;, rosult.ing· in n, docreitse in Urn pc1· eent 
of farm fancl improved from ·!OA to lo.6. '!'ho eonsus 
figures, indicating m1 1tb.soluto decrease in the nro1t of 
imi1r0Yec1 form land, do not roprescmt the facts, as cl m
ing tho cfocaclc 'l'exiis very greatly imn·eaHecl its nret1 in 
cotton, cerrn1ls, ttnd nff othor crops requiring the mm of 
improved fond. Tho rienrning clccrnase is dw~ to the 
faet thiit in 18\lO the ennmor11tors in :-iome SL\ctions re
ported all fence<l html as improved, thereby including 
undt\l' this her1d much htncl tlrnt in 1000 was reported tis 
unimproved. Tlrn · diJforent nrnthodH mnployecl in the 
two census ymns cltnsc Llw :!igm·es 0£ tal>hi n and 
Table o2 to concmtl the ineroase in im1)rovod land tlmt 
ttetm11ly took place in the cfocadc ending with moo. 

The 'Wes tern di vision Hhows a contim1ont1 incn·ca:-ic in 
the rn·c1L of improved form limcl reported tit each cen
sus since 1850. All the stl1tes and territories in this 
division show tttl increase, with tho oxce:ption of Cali
fornia, Nevncla, and Oregon--which Hhow clecrtmHPs 
for tlrn clec11de ending moo, prolmhly due to . tho faulty 
method of eollect.ing data rehtti.\rc to improved farm 
1i:mc1 on tlw pMt of the enumert\,tors oJ' c.~ither the mm
sus of 1890 or HlOO-ttnd New Mexico, which shows a 
decrease for the clcm1dcs ending 18GO iind 1870, also 
uncloubteclly due to faulty returns. 

In 1850 only two 8fates had more than 10,000,000 acres 
of improvccl land. They were New York, with 
12,408,964 acres, nncl Virginia, with 10,360,135 acreH. 
The same year Ohio reported 9,851,493 acres; Pennsyl
vania, 8,628,6Hl; Goorgi11, 6,378,47H; n,nd Kentucky, 
!5, 968,270. 

There wore four states reporting over 20, 000, 000 ucres 
of improved land in moo. The six sbite8 reporting the 
11\rgest improved are11s were fowlt, 2\l,8!17,552 acres; 
Illinois, 27,GHD,219; Ifonsas, 20,0±0,550; Mis:;onri, 
22,900,0·:1:3; Texas, 19,57G,o7n; and Ohio, l!J,244,472. 
Tbe rohttivP nmuhur of twrcl-3 o·f improved and unim
proved land in farms i;i gnq)hkally presented for 1111 

tho sttttes nncl territories in Plate:-i 7 ttnd 10. The p1·0-
portion of improvod land to tot11l area iH giYe.n by 
eonntios in Plate 5 ttnd the total ntuuher of improved 
aml nnill1}ll'OYC'cl ltc'l'l\.>; :from ltHiO to moo i:-: Hhown in 
Pinto !l. 

INUHI•:AHg lN VALUJ•; tH' l<'ARl\I l'ltOl'I~lt'l'Y. 

'l'ahk ria pn~:;ents, l1y states nud torrito1fo:;, the value 
1wd twomge Yttlno pnr form mid por nen•. of form bnd, of 
llll form property, with improvenwnts, including the 
ntlHO of implementH and lllachinery, and of liYe Btock 
on fanm;. Tahlo 57 shows hy clevaclps the per cent of 
iiwreaHl' or dC'<'l'eilsn in such pro1wrty Yttlneti. In tnlile 
YI is ginm a hriof snnmmry, hy googmphie divii,;ions, 
of thn \"tthm of nll :form propPrty nt Pitch deeade, with 
the inert-aHe and pl\r eont of increa:;P, 'l'ahle:-; VII ttnd 
vru prl'iH'nt tho nvomgo Ynlne of farm property per 
form nnd per nern of farm lnncl. 

'.l'Anu: \"1.-YALUE OF ALL FARM l'ROPI.;RTY, BY GJ<;O
GRAPHIC ])IYiflIONS, wrrII INOitEARl·~ ANn Plm GirnT 
(}Ji' INCIU•;ASE BY m~cAm;s: RUl\IMARY 181\0 TO moo. 

A.-'l'II.lC UNI'L'li!l R'l'A TEH. ' 

CNNR\18 YICAn. 

moo .............................. . 
lH\)() .............................. . 
lH.~O •• ., ......................... .. 
11!70' ........................... . 
rnno ........ ., ................... . 
rnr,o ............................ . 

V11luo of 1111 
f)l'O{l(\l'tj". 

InC!ror<RC Jn 
dorade. 

I 1c!r t•ont 
or 

lncre1u·m. 

no 
:!:.?.O 
~w.u 
·1~. l 

llll. :! 

H.-NO!!'l'H A'l'LAN'l'W nrvrnrnx. 

l!JOO ••••••••••••• , ................ . 
loUO .............................. . 
lH80 .............................. . 
1H7lll ............................ .. 
18110 ............................. .. 
lb'•ll ... ,, ......................... . 

2, mm, 1w1~ 1 o~H 
2, \lt1U 1 071, 2U:l 
B, lUll, fil17, ,177 
~ 1 \H7 1 ·157tHfiO 
I!, ·IM, t:ll, H7·l 
1, llH•l, 7U7, 500 

< !.-KllO'l'll ATLANTW JITY!KION. 

lUtll) ................. , ............ . 
rnuo .............................. . 
1880 .............................. . 
rn101 ............................. . 
rnuo .............................. . 
lSi\O .............................. . . ...... •, ........ ~ ..... ~ ........ ". 

D.-NOU'l'H CENTRAL DIVIHTON. 

--------------.,·--,-...-----------...,.---. 
1900 .............................. . 
1890 .............................. . 
1880 .......................... ,. ••• 
1870 1 ............................. . 

11, 50'1, 919, 8.[8 
8, 617, 696, 731 
6, 108, 132, 259 
4, 108, 658, M3 
2, 523, •100, 872 

91'1,tl72,•l2·1 

2, 987' 223, 117 :ifi.1 
2, 409, 564,.172 1\9, •1 
1, 909, ·178, 670 <18. 7 
1,1\85,251,711 fi2.8 
1,608,734,+18 175.9 i~i:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::1 

-------···· -"'--------'-- ----'--
1 VallteH in gnl<l. 2necret1se. 
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TADLE VI.-VALUE OF ALL FARM PHOPERTY, BY GEO
GRAPHIC DIVISIONS, WITH INCREASE AND PER CEN'l' 
OF INCREASE, BY DECADl~S: SUMMARY 1850 TO 1900-
0ontinned. 

E.-SOUTII CEN'rrtAL JHVTSlON. 

l'ENS\TS YJ,;All. 
· I I Per <'ent Vnluc of 1111 Inrrn Incrl'llHe in of 

l lrOJ>Cl'L,\'o I <leC1tcll'. i11eremw. 

~----- ---·-
1900 .............................. . 
1890 .............................. . 
1880 .............................. . 
1870 1 ............................. . 

l~gg:: ::::: ::: ::::::::::::::::: :: : :1 

$'2, 815, 823, •108 
1, 890, 521, li!IH 
l, 290, 2H7, (l(ifi 

!IOU, 977, Hill 
1, !172, 117, 171 

()45, 258., lf}fj 

$925, ~01, 70fi 48. 9 
liOO, 22·1, li38 46. 5 
BH:i, 8Ul, li~l!l 42. 3 

2 70fl, 140, 005 !?4fi. 8 
i, 020, H59, om lfi9.1 

..... ~ ................... . 
" 

l<'.-WESTEHN lllVIf'ION. 

moo .............................. . 
1890 .............................. . 
1880 ............................. .. 

3"ta, Ull, 491 2f'1. l 
81.!H, :l:l•1, 3](i lfl7. /\ 
291,417,449 121.0 

1870 1 ............................. . 117, ·109, (Ill \l/i, l 
1800 ............................. .. 101, 054, 772 Br.2. r, 
1850 ........•....•.••.••........... 

<+.-ALASKA AND HAWAII." 

l Vnh.wH in gohl. 
u llcc~rcnse. 

"!-In l'l'plll't prior to moo. 

TAnLB VII.-AVEHAGE VALtm PE!t FARM OF ALL F.AIUII 
PROPERTY, BY GEOURAl)HIC DIVISIONS: SUl\IMAB.Y 
1850 'l'O moo. 

GimGltAPHIC: JIIYI.SION8. 11100 urno tHHo is10 i 1Hoo rni;o 

Nor~h Atlnutfo ............ .... •l,:mri 
South Atlnutic ................ 1,flll 
North CL1ntrnl ........... ~...... 11, :.!:l8 
Houth Ccutml .............. ... 1,li!lR 
Western .................... ·... 7,llfl9 
Alnskn.. ttn<l llttwaiiu ........... :i~t·1:.:!U 

-------------'---··-----·-··-----'····-----·---
l Ynhw~ in golrl. 'No r.·port prior to moo. 

TADLI" VIII.-A YEHAGE VALUE PER ACRE OF ALL FARl\f 
PROPER'l'Y, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: SUl\Il'IIARY 
1s5o TO moo. 

NorthAtlnutie ................ •lf>.11 47.34 47.02 40.98 40.lll 30.M 
South At11mtlc .. ... . .. .. . .. . . . 13. !1-1 13. :n 10. 38 H. 21 n, 33 7. 56 
North Ccntrnl................. 30. 25 33. 20 29. 51 20. f>l 23. 39 14. li9 
South Ccntrnl ................. I0.9:! 12.08 9.07 9.13 1·1.05 8.31 
Western • • • .. • .. .. .. .. .. • .. . .. . 18. 281 2£:. 99 20. 32 1'1. 85 U. 71 3.f>2 
Alnska ~nd miwalP ...... :.:.:.:_ · 28: 39 __:_:=-:..:_:.:.:.:_·.-_·:_~-~:..:.:..:.:.C~.:..:.:~~ 

'VitlncH in gold. 2 No report prior to 1000. 

The value of farm property in 1900 was $20,514,001,-
838, a gain in ten yen.rs of $4,431, 734,149, or consiclem
bly more than the totul vn.lue reported fifty years before. 
The absolute incre11se in value for the last decade did not 

,. grrotly differ from that for the ten years 1850, to 1860, 
which was $4,013,149,483, or from that fo1." 1880 to 
1890, which was $3,901,766,151. The percentages of 
gain for the three periods, however, were quite di:ffer-

ent, being for the decade 1850 to 1860, 101. 2 per cent; 
1880 to 1890, 32.0 per cent; Emd for the last decade, 27.6 
per cent. 

In the North Atlantic states the total value of form 
property inereased during each decade from 1850 until 
1880, since which year it has decreased. The greatest 
increase reported w11s for the ten years from 1850 to 
1860. This decade witnessed the 11trgest per cent of 
gn.in in n.11 the geographic divisions. 

In the South Atlt1ntic states there was an especially 
g;rc11t' increase from 1850 to 1860. Then followed the 
Civil War with its gre11t destruction of :farm property, 
11nd from this disaster most of the states did not fully 
recover before 1890. 

The South Central stn.tes also suffered very severely 
from the Civil War, and notwithstanding the opening 
up of vast areas of new hind, did 1iot recover until 1800. 
The value of most of this new h1nd was so low that tho 
gain in the value of fa1·m property ch~ring the In.st 
decade did not keep pace with the incren.se in farm area. 

The North Central states have made large gains during 
en.ch deeade, and over one-hf1lf of the increase in tho lnst 
fifty years in the valueof all farm property has been in 
this division. 

Tho vVestern states lmvo made remarlrnblo progress 
in each decade, the greatest gain, however, ocm~1Ting 
in the period from 1880 to 18DO. 

The average value per aern of all :farm property in 
th fl United States increased from $13. 51 in 1850 to 
$25.81 in 1890. In moo it was $24.39, the decrease 
being duo to the extensive additions of cheap land in 
the "Vest nnd South, which more than cotinterbalrmcecl 
the ftctual inerease in value of the great majority o-f: 
American farms. The average value for the South 
Ce.ntral states reached its maximum in lStlO, tlrnt for 
the North Atlantic ancl ·western in 1890, and for the 
South Atlantic and North Central in 1900. 

There is hut little correspondence between 1wemge 
vr1lues per farm and per aere in the different sections, 
owing to the grea.t variation in the size o:f farms. A 
cornpn.rison of the :figures for the South Atlantic states 
in tables vu and VIII, shows plainly the gradual sub
division of farm holdings there, and the sitme tendency is 
shown to a lesser extent in the South Central sfates. 

CAI'I'l'AL INVESTED IN AGHICULTURE COMPARED WI'l'H 

THAT IN MANU.l!'ACTURES. 

The Twelfth Oensus reports a total capital of 
$9,874,664,087 invested in manufactures. Of this 
amount, $1,030,190,003 represents the value of land; 
$1,456,983,130, that of buildings; $2,559, 766,383, that 
o:f machinery, tools, and implements; and $4,827, 724,571, 
that of eash and sundries, including under this head raw 
nmterials, stock in process of manufacture, finished 
products on hand, amounts dt1e from the sale of finished 
products, and cash on hand. 
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It is impossible to prepare 11 statement of the cnpitt1l 
fovcstcd in agriculture to conc1:iponc1 cx1wtly with the 
foregoing exhibit for manufactures, as the only form1:1 
of tlgricultural capifal reported by the census !tl'c those 
which correspond to the fixed e11pital of nmnnfactnres, 
comprised in the iirst three items above mentioned and 
aggrcgn,ting $5,04H,9B!),5Hi. 

The fixed capitnl of agriculture, comprii.;ing the vrLlnc 
of the land, bnilclingi.;, and improvcmcntH, of implc
mcntH nnd machinery, and of live stock, waH valued, 
,J nne 1, ln00, at $20,fi14,001,8B8, or more tlmn four t.imcH 
that of nutnnfn.l•tures. ,J mlgecl hy the sbtnclarcl of tixncl 
capital, therefore, 11gricultnrc leacli.; mnnufaetm·o::; liy 
ft ra,tio of more tlmn 4 to l. 

Uorrcsponding to thn" live mpit11l ''of m1mll'facturl1H, 

incl ndod under the head of " citHh an cl HnndrioH, '' m·n 
tho valnCl o[ 1111 farm JH'o<luctH on hand .Tnno 1, :UlOO, 
the mcnH\)' clue from their s1tleH, the v11lnc of tho growing 
crops of the year 1{)00, itnd thl\ CHHh On }rnncl nnc1 Htl<lh 
cmih in lmnk as is kept for wm its supplemontary citpitn1 
in fnrrning openitions, bnt; not pm·nrn.nont invostmnn tH 
either in bank or in incln::;trins othnr tlmn agrienltmo. 
ThcHo items hn.vc an cmm·mons 11ggrognto v11lnc, of 
whi.eh no dciinitc statement can he m1tdo. It doos not, 
however, constitute as larg·c 11 per cont of the total form 
capital ns the "live c11pitlll" forms of the totiil investcrl 
in manufactnrCls. 

But even if this "1ivp mpitlll" wore to bt) wholly dh>
regal'dcd and eomptuisonk WC\1'(\ to b(\ made hctwet"n tho 
fixed capital of agl'icultnre and the tot1tl mtpit1tl, both 
fixed nntl live, o·f mamrfact,urns, invoHtments' in 1igricnl
tnrc wonld'still he morn than twicn n.H great ns in nrnnu
fiwtmos. 1£ consorv11tive estiumteH o:f the "live 
capifa1" of agriculture he included, it is found that the 
industry ha,;; 11 totnl inve::;tment perhaps two and· one
fonrth times its gTrntt ns thnt in nmnnfuctm·e:-J. In Dither 
e1u;e, j nclgod by inYl~St_nrnnt, agl'icultnrn still hmcl;; llllUlll
factnrcs hy !t wiclo nrnrgin. 

INClmAHI~ rn YALU]<) ()}' l•'AH.Nl LAND. 

The geneml statistics of the value of :farm 111nd, 
including the v1Lluo of improvemcmts t>nch ns buildings, 
fences, 1111cl clrt1ins, 11re prci;entecl in Tn.blc 54 for ea('Jl 
dccatlo Hince 1850. Smmrniries of these stntistil!s, by 
gcogmphic divisions, tire given in tftbles rx, x, rind xr. 
'l'he facts given in fable IX for the United States ttrc 
graphic!llly presented in Phite 0. 

TAllLl~ IX.-VALUE OF lrARMS WITH IMPIWVEMEN'rR, 
INCLUDING BUILDINGS, BY GEOGRAI>IIIC DIVISIONS, 
WITH INCREASE AND Pln't CEN'r OF INCREASE BY 
DECADES: SUMMARY 1850 'rO 1900. 

A.-nrn UNI'l'ED S'l'ATES. 

<'.1'NSl'A YJC.lll. V11lue ol farms. 
Per cent 

of 
in(,tl'fiSll, 

------------1------1---'-----

1900 .............................. . 
·lROO ............................. .. 
1880 .............................. . 
18702 ............................. . 
1860 ............................. .. 
18ti0 .............................. . 

$lG, G74, GUO, 247 
13, 279, 252, (i49 
10, 197, 096, 770 
7,44•1,054,462 
6, 645, 0•15, 007 
3, 271, 571\, 426 

1$3, 395, 437, 508 25. G 
81 082, llili, 873 30. 2 . 
2, 758, 042, 814 37. 0 

799, 009, 455 12. 0 
3 t 3781 469, 581 10$,} 

1 Inclucling value of farmH in Alaska 11nd H11wuli, not enumerated prior to 
moo. 

2Vitlncs in golrl. 

TA!ll.lil IX.-VALUE OF I<ARMS WITH IMPROVmvmNTS, 
INCLUDING BUILDINGS, BY cmoGRAl'I-IIC DIVISIONS, 
WITH INCimASE AND PEIL CJt}N'r OF INCH.EASE, BY 
DECADES: SUMMAHY 1850 TO HIOO-Continned. 

Jl.-NOil'l'!I A'.l'LANTIC DIVIHION. 

I 
V1ihw ttf l1irm"· I 

moo .............................. . 
18110 .............................. . 
lHHll .............................. . 
1870" ............................. . 
lHlill .............................. . 
IHiiU .............................. . 

I1wreHNe in 
clernulu. 

Pm· (1ent 
of 

irn~rense. 

1$fil,!l:l·l,R•IQ 12,4 
l ';!(MI ~·.I'.!, 8ti5 1 9. 4 
l!itl, 2rn, 2.J.1 10. u 
4Uft, 270, llH:l IU. l 
rnm, u:~u. li8U •15. s 

C.-KOIJ'l'JI A'l'LAN'l'I<1 ll!Vl8ION. 

1\100 .............................. . 
W\10 .............................. . 
BHO ............................. .. 
187()2 ............................. . 
!HOO .............................. .. 
lHf>O .............................. . 

1, 20ll, 34\1, !\18 
11 1an, !11 u, mo 

8Ul .'174, lfi7 
mo,.128, iur. 

1, OOH, lll!l, lllif> 
57u. o~,o. mm 

Il.-NOR'l'll (1ENTlt,\l, JHV!RION. 

moo ............................. .. 
lH!lO ............................. .. 

l~~)l,;: :: :: ::: :::::::: :::::::: :: :: :: 
lHlill .............................. . 
rnw ............................. .. 

n, nna, ~~o, 1mR 
7, OGll, 7Jl7, lfi·l 
fi, l\!ll,+11,0H7 
H. •UH, HO~, ~rm 
~, 1an, ma. ·lllB 

wi, 7~a. i:m 

E.-ROUTlT Clrn'l'HA L IHV!HION. 

~··--···--... -----~--- --·-~-···-· -·----·---· -------------
19()(} • . .. • • .. .. .. • • . • • .. • • • .. .. • .. • • 2, 072, C.71, 89:1 llB2, Mil, 203 ·18. U 
rn\1(1 • .. . .. • .. • . • . • • • • • • • • .. • • • .. • .. l,'MO, O~~. fl\111 •JOH, 4lifi, !IO!l 40. 7 
lHHO • .. .. • .. • • .. • .. • • • .. • • .. .. • • .. • 981, r.n;,, OHU aoa, 2HU, 01'1 4,1, 7 
rn10 • .. • • • • .. .. . .. . • .. .. . . . • . . • .. .. G?H, '.!!ltl, ow 1 tmri, 711i, oou 1 •m." 
18110............................... l,ll13,Ul<l,OM S:J.l,H7,701 Ul.O 

~~~_:_:_:.::~~-··_· ._ .. _· ·_·. ·.:.::·.:.· :::.~~--·-··--·17-9,_fi(~, U8~- ............... "'I" ........ . 

lllllO .............................. . 
lH\lll .............................. . 

'tHHll .............................. . 
1H7112 ............................. . 
!Hf;() ............................ .. 
1Hf1{) .............................. . 

·------·-~-----~---~~·~---··-~-····------··-----

0.-ALAKKA ANll HAWAII." 

t Dc<~r<~nAl'· 
2 Viiht<JH in gold. 

a Nu report vrior to 11100. 

'rAm,E X.-A VEH.AGE v ALUE rim FARM OF FARM LANn 
WITH IMPROVgMENTS, INCJLUnING TIUILDINGS, BY 
GEOGRAPHIO DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1850 TO moo. 

mWCHlAI'll!O fl!VIHIONB. moo 18\lo 1swo 1s101 JRuo 1860 

-----·------1-···-------- ·--··--· -··-----·- -·--
The Unltccl St11.1:CR ....... 2$2, U05 $'l, 900 $2, 511 $2, 7Ull $3, 251 $2, 258 

North Atluntlc . • . • .. . .. • .. . • • . ll, R56 
SouthAtlimtlc ................ l,251 
North Centro.I ................. 4,804 
South Centi:ul... ... ........... 1, 250 
Western....................... l\,829 
Alaalm and Ilawaua ........... 201277 

3, 856 4, 027 
1,IH5 1,381 
8, 676 8, 021 
1, !125 1,107 
7,606 4,069 

4, 201 S, 756 
1, oa2 U, S·IO a, 068 2,7M 
i, a27 s,Ms 
8, 002 2,0SS 

2,971 
2,828 
1, 718 
1,797 
1,295 

1 VulueA in gold. 
•Inclucllng vo.luc of farms In AlnHktt aml lfawa!l, not enumeriite<l prior to 

1900: 
BNo report prior to 1900. 
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TABLE XL-AVERAGE VALUE PER ACRE OF FARM LAND 
WITH IMPROVEMENTS, INCLUDING BUILDINGS, BY 
GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1850 TO 1900. 

GEOHRAl'IlIO !HVISIONS.
1 i 11100 11800 11880 18701 Hl60 18im 
--·-~ ---~-.~ -------

The United Strttes ....... "$19. 82 $21. 31 I $ID. 02 $18. 26 $16. 32 $11.1-1 
~~--===-::::::::::::=:::::=::::::.:=.:::.===~:-: 

NorthAtlm1Lic ................ 37.117 .J0.47 41.24 ·10.211 3'].74 26.38 
South Atlantic ................ 1 11.57 11.3-1 H.79 6.77 g,47 6.17 
North Contml. ................ ' so. 14 27. fifi I ::M. 7ll 24. 7U rn. 74 11. \l\l 
South Centml ................. 1 H,0·1 D.20 7.35 li.83 11.04 ll.18 
Western....................... 13.80 · 28.16 H.ll2 10.88 5.M 1.SH 
Alaskf1 f1rtd Ht1w1tii" •• .. •. .. .. 23.01 ....................................... . 

I _ __c_I ---'---'· ...... -- __ _._, .. _,_ 

1 Vttlnes in gold. · 
2Ineludlng v11luo of f11rms in AhtRktt n.n<I H1tw1tii, not e11umernte1l prior to 

1~00. 
s No report prior to l\lOll. 

In these tables can he traced the results of rill the 
factors [1ffecting the production and distribution of 
agricultural produce in the last half century. Among 
these factors, the state of the soil, whether banen or 
fertile, and the mnount aud clurnwter of the ntinfall 
may properly be called primary or fundamental, while 
the most impch·tant socondar~' faetor:; are the employ
ment of work animals, the. use of nuiehinery, the 
1tpplication of fertilizers, th(\ practice of irrigation, and 
the supply and skill of labor. Distance from nrnrkot, 
tmnsporttition facilitie:;, and the geneml chamcter, 
tenure, edumttion, and social conditions of the farming 
popuhttion also a:ff ecf; land y11luec;. 

Prior to 1850 11grieultural operations, with the excep
tion of cotton culture, were gonemlly conducted on a 
smn,ll scale, rtncl owing to the lack of milroads, produc
tion for the gene ml mtukot was mostly. coniined to ter
ritory bordering upon the ocmins and upon the inland 
lakes, rivers, and ciurnls. 0Yer throe-fourths of the 
tottil valtrn of farm land W[1S found east and south of 
the Ohio Ri\rer. The. groat nmjority of. the families 
engaged in agdcultnml work lived in inferior hom;cs 
and used rude implemenh>, producing but little more 
thtm was required for their own use. 

Land values rBflocted these conditions. The farms 
of the North Athintic diYision, loeated nea1· good mar
kets and enjoying the best transportation facilities of 
the period, comprised 18. 8 per cent of the totnl :farm 
acreage of the country and represented -±4. 5 per cent of 
the total value. Near the citimi in thb; section, the 
iwemge lttncl n1lues had 1tdYancec1 considerably, hut in 
more remote localities they were still low. In Connec
tfout nnd Massiwhusetts they were $30. 51 and $32.50 per 
acre, respectively, while in Vermont and Maine they 
were only $15.36 [1nd $12.04, the latter figure being 
only slig·htly gren.ter than thn.t for the North Central 
states, where the avemge was $11. ll!J. Jn the South 
Atlantic states the nverng·e yalue of farm hmd per acre 
was $6.17; in the South Central. $H.18; and in the 
Western states, on1y $1.86. 

The decade 1850 to 1860 was a period when Ameri
can inventors were earnestly endeavoring to improve 
all classes o:f farm implements [1lld machinery. It 
witnessed the beginning· of the practical use of horse-

driven mu.ehinery for cutting and threshing grain, the 
first of a series of changes that subsequently revolu
tionized the methods of work on [111 farms in the United 
States outside of those devoted to cotton gTowing. 
During the decade, transportation by mil from the 
Central vVest to Chieago and Milwaukee, and theuee by 
lake and canal to the seaboard, reached such a stage or 
de\·elopment as to enable the farmers of that section to 
compete successfully in the markets of the world. 
These factors st.inmlated the settlement of tho North 
Central states and as:,;isted in opening a market for our 
hre[1clstu:ffs in Europe. The repeal of the corn ltiws in 
Great Britain and the mpid development of nrnnufac
turing in that country eontrilmted to tho smue end; 
and the ·growth of manufacturing in this country and 
a broad also created a demand for cotton, which, with 
the incre[1sing demand for gmin, gave a greater impetus 
to American n.gricnlture th~tn had ever before been .ex
perienced. 

Moroo,·er, the di8CO\'Ory of gold in Cttlii'ornitt and 
Australia, and the resulting va8t increase in the pro
duction of that rnebtl affected the whole sC"ale of prices 
and became a factor in iucrcnsing farm ntlnes and .in 
bringing- to this country great numbers of inunigmnts. 
The potnto famine in Ireland und the .reYolntion of 1848 
in Germauy nlso assisted in setting in motion an im
portant movement of popuht\ion toward Ameriea. 
These immigrants settled in' 1111 the Northem states, 
westw[l,rd as far as 'Wisconsin. As a rule, they were 
thrifty, industrious, and experienced in European 
methods of agriculture. The cheapness of the new 
lands of tho ·y\r est and the growing nrnrkcts for Ameri
can agricultural products caused great munbers of 
people to moye from the New England and other East
ern st!ites to the Middle 'Vest und Soutlnvcst. From 
1850 to 1860 the population of Wisconsin increased 
470,-±!lO; of Michigan, 351,±5H; of Texa:;, 3Hl,G23; and 
that of other 'V\r estern and Southwestern states in corre· 
spondingly large numbers. This growth was principally 
clue to the inf:l.ux of 8ettlers. 
. The S[1me decade witnessed a great development on 

the Pa6ific coast mninly due to the diseovery of gold. 
The rapid sPttlement of California and the prosperity 
which followed stimulated the opening of new lands 1111 

[!,long the Pacific coast. Oregon had been partly devel
oped by the Hudson Bay Company and by settlers from 
the East who had gone overland in 18'.1:3. 

The result of all these factors i8 seen in the increase 
in the number of farms shown in table r, in the 
increase in farm acreage shown in t[1ble n, and in the 
incrense in vnlues of farm fands shown in tables xx, x, 
xr, and Table 53. The value of farm lands for the whole 
United States mere than doubled, and a marked advance 
was shown in all parts of the country. The average 
V[1lne per acre or farm Janel in the United St[l,tes in
creased $5.18, a greater gain than was chronicled in 
the succeeding forty yea1·1::1. The increase i.n the 
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.North Atlantic states was from $26.38 to $3'1. 74; in the 
South Athintic, from $6.17 to $D.47; in the North 
Contra], frcim $11. 99 to $19. 74; in the South Contml, 
from $6.18 to $11.04; and in the We:;tcrn, from $1.86 
to $5.54. In Plate l1 is given a gmphic present!ition 
of the change:; during this decade in :form lnnd values 
in the various sections of tho country. 

In the decade from 1800 to 1870 the Uivil War.di
rectly and indirectly wrought grettt olmnges in the 
11grim1lture of the country. The org1iniz1ttion of great 
1trmies incrca:;ccl the market demand for food produds 
in the North. The :mpply oJ! labor was dhnini:,;lted, for 
tho time being, but was incrcnsecl later hy tho g·rent 
iuunigmtion moyomcut tlmt lmll heg·m1 in tlrn preceding 
decade. Agricultural prodnctiou in tlrn North was 
gren,tly extended, and land v1ilue:; continued to rhm. 
Thousands of miles of railroad were constructed, and 
the Union Pacific, completed in 1861!, opened 11, now 
pathway to the Pacific coast. The pns::1age of the 
homestt~acl law in 1862, gmnting hind to the actual 
settler on the puhlio donrnin, nmde it rni:;ier for all, 1wc1 
el:lpecially for those hiwing little en· no capititl, to obttiin 
form home:;, iind improving tmnsportation focilitit18 

nmcle agriculture on the new farm;; pro1i.tnJilc. 
As it rc~mlt, many persons, and espech1lly sokliers of 

the Northern Army, moved tit !"he close of the Civil 
W iir from the East to the West. Land rnlne:; in tlrnt 
.'leetion 1tdvancefl more mpi<lly than elsewhere. In fact,. 
the westward movement of the younger formers nnd 
the increasing competition of. the cheaper and more 
fertile grain fields of the 'N e8t, ciiusecl hind values in 
:,;ome parts of New Englnnd to suffer it slight det•rease. 
The growing demand for American broadstuffs and merit 
product:; in Europe checked, for a time, the tendency 
tow1ml further clccrettse in htncl valncs in the Eltst by. 
nutintitining high prices for agricultnml prochmts in all 
pn.rt:,; of the country. The extent of tlrnt deurnncl rind 
its inJlncncc in stimulating production mid settlement 
in tho West, itncl it::i tompomry inHnence in the East, ttre 
shown by the foet that rLgricnltuml export:; inermtsed 
from ll\25G,tiGO,D72 in 1860 to $361,188,±8:3 in 1870, 
nlthong-h by 1870 cotton exportation had llot attained 
the proportions which were rmw.hed !t little !titer. 

Tho conditions in the South in thb decade wore radi
cally different from those in the North. A,; a rnsult 
of the mir, the nmrkcts of the South were destroyed, 
inve:;tmcnts in xfaves were lost, iincl land impr0Ye
n1ents cl()teriomted. The clo:,;e of the Wltl' found the 
phmters lmnkrnpt, their credit destroyed, nnd agri
culture itncl till business paralyzed by laek of working 
Cltpitul Va:;t 1treas of lnnd went out of cnltiv1ition, 
tho reported ncn~agc of form bnd in all the. Southern 
statel:l was less in 1870 tlmn in 1860, and the tctal and 
avomgo vttlues o:f fond everywhere decreased. 

The inthition of the currency during tho war affected 
vulnc:; expressed in paper money, exaggemting advances 
and concmiling declines. The real change during the 

cleeade i:; therefore better inc1icn,t()d by comparing· the 
gold yo,lucH of 1870 with those of HHiO. The avemge 
inerei1so in hmd vnlue:; in the North Atl11ntic 1 North Cen
trnl, and YVestorn divisions W!tS OYCl' $5 per llCl'e, while 
in the two Southam divisions there were decrense::; of 

·from $3 to $5 per iwrc. 
The great achrauecs in f.1irm-laucl Yalne:,;, during the 

decade from 1860 to 1870 in the North Ccntml !ind 
\Y estern states, ancl tho coincident: dPclino of. such Yttlues 
in the South, are shown in l'latG 11. 

1'he rnilroad:; constrnetcd in tho latter part of the 
decade 18GO to 1870, and in the iirst lrnl:f of the suc
ceeding decn.dn, were the principal foetor:,; in determin
ing the nwvcment of farm lm1d \'1Llues in the decade 
ending with 1880. Tho aggregnte milPngn of milroads 
constnwted froni 18(i8 to 1:-\'18 in ench of. tho Hyo geo
gmphic dirif.don..; was as follows: North Atlantic, G,GG5 
milos; 8out.h Atlnntil', 2,GUl miles; North Central, 20,757 
miles; 8outh Contrnl, 5,1.±1) milL's; and 1Vo.s(;ern1 ·J.,051) 
milel:l, Tho l](\W land opened to settlement and hrough t 
into cheap ancl direct eommunicntfon with tho n111rkets 
of the world, sthnnhited immigration to such tin extent, 
th1tt, dnl'ing tlrn docn<lo Hl70 to 1880, 2,812,Hl.i persons 
came to the United State;;, a hwge proportion of whom 
:,;ettlocl in tlrn l\!fiddlo West. New nrnrkets for agrienl
tnml products wer() opened 11br<md, nnd tlrn v1tlue of 
agricultuml oxports incrmwecl from $Bll1,l88,,18B in 1870 
to $G85,\HH,OD1in1880. 

The "new pl'oeess" of reducing wheat to flonr, which 
was i ntrodueod in Minno1ipolis, Minn., in tlrn el\,rly seven
ties, exerted 1t powerful influence in opening the spring
wheat section of the Northwest to ~mttlement. Pl'ior to 
tlutt meclrnnical iimov1ition in flour nmking-, it h11tl been 
impossible to l'ClllCffe all the fine Jml'tieleB OI bmn from 
the tlour of spring wheat, and ns rt result, the flour was 
d1irk in color, nhsorhed moisture in warm climatl~s, n.ncl 
brought compamtin'ly low prices in tho mnrkets of the 
11'orld. 13s tbe nrw proeoss thCI ilcmr produced :l'rom 
the lmrd spring wlmit of the Northwm;t was as whitens 
any, nncl being richer in glnton, it soo11 eomumnclod ti 
higher price th1in tlour nmde from winter whmtt. Con
soquentl.r the price of northern spring wheat 1idm1wod, 
grmitly stimuhtting the when.t-mising· industry and 
incrensing the protits of forming in Minnesota 11,ncl the 
Dakotiis. Between 1870 and 1880 the popnhLtion of 
these thren Htntes increased from ·158,88( to 015,!J50. 

With the roadju;;tment whieh took phtcl~ during· thi:; 
dec1idc hl the lahor coi1ditions of the South, ngricultuml 
opClmtion::; in thnt section began to assume their old 
proportions. The gl'owiug clmnnnd :fol' cotton i.n the 
i'Mtory centers of tho world stimnbtcd its eultivation, 
and soon rosultocl in it great inoro1\se in production. The 
extent tmd rapidity of the recovery from tho condition 
of clemomlization' following· the Civil ·war ftl'e shown 
by the fact that, while in 18GO, tho last. ye1ir of unin.ter
ruptecl slave labor, 5,387,052 bales of an average weight 
of 4:±5 poundl:l were produced, in 1880 the product Wl\i:l 
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5, 755,35H bales of an average weight of 458 pounds. 
The reestablishment of Southern n.gricnltnre on a solid 
basis assisted in restoring the values of the old farm 
lands of the Sonth. 

'rhe increased demand for cotton resulted in a great 
movement of population from the South 1md elsewhere 
to the new cotton ln.nds of Texas and the Southwest. 
LEirge areas were settled, and land values advanced 
there ai:; in the South iwd v\r est. 

The growing European demand for American beef, 
and the incrmtsing consumption of wool in Ameril'an 
factories, cncournged the keeping o'f livl~ stock on the 
public domain of the ·west, mul especially in Tcxn.s. 
Steers and sheep began to fake the place of buffaloes, 
and the rapid development o-f the range industry 1is
sisted in enluweing the vn.lues of the WeHtcrn form lanch> 
reported by the census of 1880. 

The panic of 1873, brought til>ont l>y the excessivo 
construction o-f milro1icb iwd by over Hpecnlation, 
checked mu.ny lineH of industry, 1111d :for want of rcrnn
nemtive occupu.tions in the townH ancl cities tt propor
tionu.lly greater movement of population toward the 
:farming sections followed. 'I'he panic resulted in the 
reorg11nizntion of many riiilroadH, and in lower trans
port11tion mtes, which in turn !tssistrd in elrnonrnging 
scttlmncnt on the now farm lands of the \Vest. 

During thfa cfoeado, the cost of tmnspor!;ing n.gricul
tural prodricts from the vV est to the seahoflrd constantly 
decreased, and the competition between the ehen.p, 
fertile pmiries of the West and tho less procluetiyc ln.nc1H 
of the Eu.Ht bt~mune very apparent. The grnin-1·n,ising· 
sections o:f tho East suffered most, nnd ltwcl vnlnes de
clined there, while in tho \Vost they greatly inereaHed. 
Sections of the Eiist devoted to dairy farmh1g; market 
gardening, and fruit growing Hnffernd lcHs, ns it was 
impmcticable, except during a limited portion of the 
year, to bring the products o:f those inch1:,;trios from the 
Western states an cl cfoliyer them in good condition in 
Eastern markets. 

In this demicle, then, land Vftlnes in the South aclvtLn(·ed, 
and the e:ffocts of the Civil Wn.r were partially over
come; there WtLs n still gTe11ter advance in the North 
Central and Western sfate8; but tho East began to be 
adversely affected, iind in mnny sections there wa.s n 
marked decline in the average as well as the total value 
of ff1rm lands. 

'l'he actunl decrease in value was nowhere HO gre11t 
as would appct11· from n. comparison of values in 1870, 
expressed in legfil tender, with those in 1880, ~dter the 
resumption o:f specie payment. The only proper com
parison is with the gold values for :L870, as given in 
tables IX, x, and xr. Further consideration should 
also be given to the fact, already discussed, that in 1880 
there .was in the North Atlantie states mi excess of 
at llilast 2,500,000 acres in the aren of land reported, 
with no corresponding excess of land values. This is 
responsible for an apparent decline in average values· 

per acre in Home states of that division. ThiH is plainly 
shown in the caHe o:f Pennsylvania for which the censuH 
:figures indic.ate a gain even over the values of 1870. 
Tho grrniter change in average values in New York from 
1870 to 1880 than in the next decade waH due to tlw 
same cause. 

In Plate 11 is a presentation of the clmng-es in hind 
value~, dnring this period, in the various Hections of 
the country. 

During the decade 1880 to 18HO there wns continued 
development of all the factors which, in the preceding 
ten years, hnd citused lltnd values to n.clvtmco in the \Ye::;t 
and South and to decline in the Enst. Thousands of 
miles o:f rnilrmtd were constructed and freight charge::; 
were constantly reduced. The i.ntrodnction of new 
farming· nuwhinery cheapened production in the vVest, 
ancl hrnd vttlnes rose generally there tmd in the Sonth, 
bnt showed ti continued tendency to declino in the Ea:-it. 
The introduction of refrigemtor cnrH, 11hont · 1878, 
rendered dairying in the "\Vest more profitahlo by fur
nishing the means o:f marketing the prodncn in good 
condition in the East. The local monopoly o:f eastern 
dairy markets was broken, m\Cl the Vftlne of gmzing 
land in New York and in N cw England declined ns that 
of wheat-growing lrtnd had done in tho precmUng 
decade. 

vVhile the introduction of refrigerator prouosses had 
lt depressing effect upon· land values in tho old dairy 
sections of the East,,it pTOved a powerful factor in in
creasing values all through the oentml itnd fur \Yest. 
It assh;tecl in opening new markets in Europe for 
American mmit, nncl this stimulated cattlo interoHtH in 
the :far \Vest n.ml in the earn-growing tincl cattle mid 
hog-mi.sing sections of the central West. Tho grmLt 
cl01rnmcl for wheat in Europe in the en:rly eighties and 
the continuously incrrnising demand for cotton com-. 
bined to give to land everywhere, except in the North 
Atlantic states, v11lues in exceHs of tho:;o reported m 
1880. 

:For the country its n. whole, the census statiHtics of 
tofail farm values present fl fu.irly correct exhibit of the 
elrn,nges from 1880 to 1890. The avemg·es given are 
valuable inc1exe8 of those changes for all pnrts of the 
country except the North Atlantic states and it fow of 
the North Centl'iJ.l states, particularly Ohio, Michigan, 
Indinna, and Illinois. The failure of average values to 
show the actual changes in these states is due to the 
excess of acreage reported in 1880. The effect of this 
error is shown in a ma1·ked degree i.11 the stntisties for 
New York. In that state there wai:; a decline in total 
land values from 1880 to 1890 of $88,040,455, qr 8.3 
per cent, while the iwemge value per acre declined 
only 33 cents, or less than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 
The larger percentage represents more nearly the actual 
decrease in the average us well as in the total values 
of farm lands in the state during the decade. 

The greater portion of the decline i• the North At-
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lantic states was in sectiom; that had been pl'cviously 
engaged chiefly in du.frying· nud grnin raising-. In com
munities where trnck g1mlening or £rnit, growing hu.d 
engaged the interests of the famrnrs, the decrrntHC8 were 
smn.ller, while in 11 few localities form values ndv1uwocl 
during the dcende. 

The elmnges of the ten years from 1870 to l88ll in 
lttnd vnlnes are exhibited in Pbte 11. 'l'hc map por
trays fairly well the changes in nll parts of the country 
except in tho North Atlt1ntie stn.tes, where, fol' tho nm
son Htatnd, it foils to show the,oxuct decline during· the 
decade. · . 

For a considerable portion of tho ckrn1clo 18DO to l\Hlll, 
htncl v11lneH were dcpressod in rd! p11rts of tho conntry 
by thn low prices of wheat, cotton, nnd other Hl'.1tple 
agrienlt.nrnl prodnet:-i. '.L'hm;c low prices eheckod for 
tt time the ndvmrno of v11lnof.l in the Wl\st and South, 
ancl still further deprosso(l vnlncs in the North Atl1intie 
states; hut a gcnern.l upw11rd movmuent in priueH in the 
latter portion of the clectt(lo chodrncl tho dedinn of' hrncl 
values in the older i;octions, twcl tlrn tendency to 11dvanco 
again hel'mno domiu:rnt in the newer .-;tato;.,;. 'I'lw nnt; • rc1mlts of the elmngo::i in tlw clurnido worn it rlecrn1tso 
in tho uverngo values of hncl in tho North Atlnntic 
states, and an increase in all othl\r pttl'tfl of tho eoun
try. A number of ttppnrent; excoptions to t;hi,., .~tt1to

ment can be .found in tu.bles hero pro:-itmtod, aml are 
shown upon the nmp. Tho average vnltw of :farm lttnd 
in tho South Centrf1l and Western stntos was loss tlmn 
it was ten ym11•s before. ~l'his was due, .uot to tt deeline 
in land values, but to tho inclusion in farms of' vast 
11re1ts of cheap land :formerly 11 part of the pn blic do
nu1in. It is possihlr-, 1i.lso, that in l8DO the enunrnra
tors returned too great 11 vnlne for form lands, or tlrn.t 
in 1900 the valncs reported wc~re too Hmall. 'L'he fatten· 
is more probti.ble thnn tho former, owing to the fn.et 
th11t in moo somo enumorators are known to lmvo 
omittecl the vtiluD of buildings fmm their Rtlttements of 
tofol values. 

In certl1in sections of :FloridtL ancl (Ji11iforuiti, ancl 
nenr the great citieti of: the ll:ast nnd the (](';ntml West, 
whoro market gitrdening tLncl fruit growing have at
tained consiclemhle proportionR, thoro wtts 11 gonernl 
adv11nee in values, although outside of those seetions 
tho tendency wns in the opposite direction. The linan
cinl depression of 1804, like tlrnt o~ 1873, losso~1ed tho 

,demand for lttbor in cities and towns, disconmgecl tho 
movement of popnltttion from farm to ~own, ancl 
resulted in :in increase over the pl'ocecling decade in 
tho number of farms and tho acreage of farm htncl 
opened. 'l'ho clurnges in lttnd \'alnes in tho decnde end
ing with 1ll00, as well ns those of the other dcenclcti 
reviewed, are g'l'lLphicnlly shown in Plato 11. 

In 1850 only eight states reported fa.rm land to the 
value 0£ $100,000,000 or over. 'l'hey were: New 
York, $554:,546,642; Pennsylvanin, $4:07,876,09B; Ohio, 
$358,758,603; Virginia, $216,401,543; Kentucky, 
$155,021,262; Indiana, $136,385,173; New Jersey, 
$120,237,511; nnd Massachusetts, $10B,07G,3·17. 

In 1\)00 there woro seven states with .and va.lncs or 
over $800,000,000, as follows: Illinoi~, $1,7G5,581,550; 
Iow1t, $1,.J.07,5G,J,,7DO; Ohio, $1,0BG,GlG,180; Ponnsyl
v:wia, $808,272, 750; Now York, ~888,134,180; Mis
i,ouri. $MB,D7!l,'.:HB; :tnrl Imli111111, $841,785,340. 

VALUi•: 01<' IMPJ,gl\mNTS AND l\IAUHINI~ltY ON PAUMS. 

The year 1850 priwtk:ally nrnrks tho do:-;e of t;lrn period 
in which tho only farm implonumt8 1111d nuwhhwry, otlrnr 
tlum the wagon, ctLl't, nn<l cotton gin, worn thmm whieh, 
·for wtmt of tL lH)ttor dm;ig111ttion, nmy lrn rnt11ml implo
men ts of hand prochwtion. The old t'ttHt-iron plmY8 
wol'e in gener11l use. ChitHH WllH mowed with the Hcythe, · 
and gl'ai.n was ent 1vith tho sh•klo or urtulle mHl thn~shed 
with pho flail. Tho cost of the simple :form machinery 
thon in mm waH rohttivdy nnich highnr than 1tt tlw 
presnnt tinw. '.l'hn la::1t lmlf <'Ont.my ha-; witnnHHt-d ii 

revolution in ngrioultnml nwt,hod:-;, mid t.llll m1w imple
!ll(nJti'l and 1rnwhi11e.'l introdnencl wonld re<1niro more 
tlmu 1i page to cttbtloguo. 

'l'tihlo IJI) g-iyos, hy :-;tnte.'I aml torritories. the tot!tl 
Yalno of forming implenwnts 1t~Hl miwhinnry for tho 
een:-ius ymrH :U:HIO to ~WOO, 111111 1t!Ho tho nvnmgo valm1H 
ol' snch implonumtH per farm mill }ll'l' a1·rn. T1ihh1s 
XII, XIII, ILlld XIV' lJl'l'.H!\ll t, hy googrnphic clivi.sion.':l, 
snrnm1u·ios of tho t;ot1tl ttnd 1wemg(\ \'ttlnn, pol' form 
aud por aorn, of farm miwliinory nt oiwh enwms yenr; 
nrnl t.lrn incroa8l\ and per 1~tmt of inerettHO in tho t;ptn.l 
vnluo :for each docado. Tho eh1tngnH in the vnlu(! of 
farm implcnuents and 11uwhinl1ry Hhown for tho United 
St11tcs in tiible xrr nre moro grnphienlly dmnonstmt;od 
by Plnte 10. 

'l'Am,in XII.-VAI,UE OF FARM IMPLl~MENTSANDMACHIN
I<mY, BY c:moGRAl'lIIO DIVISIONS, WITH INCREAsg 
AND J>J•JH UBN'r 01!' INCimAsg BYDimADJ<:S: SUMlVIAHY 
18ii0 'l'O 1000. 

A.-Tl!B UNl'.rim f:\'l'A'.rE14. 

GENHUfi Yl~All, 
V1iluu o! fmm 
lmplmmmtH 1mcl 

m1whitwry. 
I11crc11.Ro hy 

1](1c1idti. 
l'm· cont 

lit l11-
ert1flt-lO. 

--------·-·--!----- " • ---·-------·-·-·•-~ ·-c 

$701,201,flf>O 1$2fo7,0M,ORB lH.O 
·HH.~H7,1107 87, 727,•11~ 21.6 
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ll!VO .............................. . 
l/!81) .............................. . 
1870• ............................. . 
lStlO .............................. . 
1850 .............................. . 
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11:\UO .............................. . 
1880 .............................. . 
1870U ............................. . 
!RtlO .............................. . 
1860 .............................. . fi1l, 170, 200 ... ~-····· .................... . 

G.-SOUTII A'l'LAN'l'IC llIVJSTON. 

1900 .............................. . 
1890 ............... •·•••••·•·•••·•• 
1880 .............................. . 
1870• ............................. . 
1860 .............................. . 

10, 1\7·1, 87tl 
n, r.:n, 1111 

10, 7811, H•l7 
314,020, 511 

9, 38~, 226 

•lG. 3 
111.)) 
53.ll 

lL1'1,2 • 
88. 1 

1850 .............................. . 

1\3, :llH, 890 
30,H•l,018 
ao, t112, 101 
20, 025, 260 
31,0ilfi, 771 
2·1, orMJ, M5 ................................ 

I 

IJnclndJng v11luea In All1skn nml lfawiill not cnumcra.toil pl'inr 111 lUllU. 
•Values Jn goltl. 
!Decrease. 



xxx STA1,ISTICS OF AGRIO"pLTURE. 

TABLE Xll.-VALUE OF FARM IMPLEl\iENTSAND :MACHIN
ERY, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVIFlIONS, WITH INCREASE 
AND PER CENT OF INCREASE, lff DECADES: SUMMARY 
1850 TO 190Q-Continner1. 

D.-NOR'l'H CEN'rRAL IJIVISION. 

CllNSUS YEAR, 

1900 ............................... . 
1800 .............................. . 
1880 ............................. .. 
18701 ............................ .. 
lHno .............................. . 
1850 .............................. . 

V1tlue of fnrm 
implcuwnts 1inrl 

machinery. 

$36'!, 062, OGO 
202, 221\ 31fi 
!.mu, 2aa, 27:2 
12H, fl70, OCil 

72, HHi.58Cl 
35, fifl3, UU·! 

IllCl'('llMC by 
decnde." 

Per cent 
of in
eren~e. 

$111,830,7,lf> 4-l.a 
·ff•, \1\12. ().Ja ~2. 8 
8~ 1 ti.17 1 211 HG. B 
no, 7Ml, r120 6H. 7 
37, 21'i2, 032 10·1, 7 

. ................. i""""'" 

l'.-SOU'.l'H C:EN'l'RAI, ll!VISION. 

moo ...................... · ....... .. 
1890 ............................. .. 
1880 .............................. . 
18701 ............................. . 
18ti0 .............................. . 
18fi0 .............................. . 

F.-WES'.l'lmN DIVIS!tl.l'l. 
--------- -------------------
moo ............................. .. 
l!!UO ............................. .. 
1880 ............................. .. 
18701 ............................. . 
rnrio ............................. .. 
lMO .............................. . 

ll:2,1'H7,(Hf> 
ao, 8li6, 110 
lfi 1 R02, H'..!li 
7, 787, 211 
•J, J.18, 108 

·1·19, lf>.1 

----·-·---------------
.. ................ ! 

7•1. ~ 
H2. ~ 

102. g 
f!.7. 7 

s23. r, 

G.-AI,ASKA AND HAWAII.• 

moo ................. . 

l V1Ll11cs in golll. ""'" l'l'J'Oft ]>l'i11r to moo. 
:! I>eorense. 

~''.w'.'.!}f. 
T .A1rfr.M XIII.-A VEHAGl~ 'VALUE OF Il\Il'LKl\I.ENTS AND 

MACHINERY PER FAB.M, BY GEOlH'l,APHIC DIVIRIONS: 
SUMMARY 1850 '.l.'0 1900. 

cmormAl'JIH1 ll!VISJONS. 

Thi.\ Unltc<1 StitteH....... $133 $tll8 

North Atltintic .............. .. 
South Atlautie .............. .. 
North Centml ................ . 
Son th Centml ................ . 
'vc~to1·11 ............ _ ... , ........ . 
AlasklL nnd ll1LW1Lll2 .......... . 

'V!Llnes hi golcl, 

220 
rm 

100 
70 

218 
5, 027 

1860 

$'Hll $10!! $1!!0 $10[i 
"··--·- -"""" ----

liH H\I 181 111 
·IX fl<! na \ID 

121 110 \H ~1 
fl:) fi8 lllfi ll\8 

180 l(i2 l~U G7 

!!No l'l~portH 111·ior tn lt!OO, 

TABLE XIV.-A VERAGE V ALU}: OF TMPLI<:JHENTR } .. :ND 
MACHINERY PER ACirn OF FARl\I LAND, BY GEO
Gl{APHIC DIVISIONS: SUJ\IiVIAIW 1850 TO moo. 

UEOGRAl'IIW IIIVlfllONS. 1000 _1sno _I isso 1870 l -~~~- 18(;0 

The United Stntes....... $0. 00 $0. 79 $0, iG $0, GG $0. GO $0. 52 

North Atlantic .............. .. 
South Atlantic ............... . 
Nortl1 CcnLml ............... .. 
Son th Centrnl ............... .. 
Western ..................... .. 
AlasktL !LlHl Hn WILii .......... . 

2. 3•1 
o. 61 
l.1& 
0,49 
o. [)6 
4. •10 

1. 8ll 
0.3li 
O.OK 
o.a7 
o. 0·1 

1. nS 1. •Hl 1. 21 ' o. 08 
o. 30 0. 22 0. 32 o. 2!i 
1. 00 U.89 0. 07 o. 57 
o. 3fi u. 30 o. 52 o. 47 
o. oo o,.Js 0. 33 0.10 

------------~---- ~~---·--·------~--

1 Values in gold. 2 No report prior tD 1000. 

The values of farming implements on hand at the 
date of census enumeration increased in each decade 
since 1850 in the North Atlantic, North Central, and 
Western rndsions, while in the South Atlantic and 
South Central states they showed a tremendous decline 
in the decade 1860 to 1870, again reflecting the disas
trous effect of the Civil War. The percentages of in-

crease in the North Atlantic and North Central divh.;ions 
were least for the decade 1880 to 1890, and in the West
ern states, for the decade 1890 to moo. In the Civil War 
lJeriod the value of farming implements Mel machinery 
in the South Atlantic states declined $1±,020,511, or 
U.2 per cent, and in the South Central, $31,435,4:78, 
or 51. 3 per cent. After 1870 the vnJues increased in 
both divisions, hut not until 1890 did the aggregnte of 
snch gain suffice to give the South Atlantic division as 
Inrg:e a reported value of this class of form property ns 
it had in 1860; and in the South Central ::;ttttes, 1'10t
withstanding the great growth of population, the form
ers did not, until H)O(), report flS large inve::;tments iu 
machinery as they did prior to the war. 

Each of the divisions showed a larger absolute increase 
in the vitlne of implcm1ent<s an~lnmchinery in the ln::;tdcu
iido than in th Ci one preceding it. A pn.rt of this inerense 
in en.ch case is unquestionably more apparent thn,n re111, 
and WflS clue to more complete reports in 1000 t]mn ever 
before of the yalnc of mechanical appliltncos tin TftrmH. 
In 1850 the instructions to enumemtors expressly 
directed them to include the value of Wttgons in tlmt of 
farm implements and machinery. No specific hrntrnc• 
ticms relating to this point were again givon nntil moo. 
The instructions for the census of HlOO nrncle mention 
in detail of wagons imd cttrriages a::; well as of 1111 the 
mcrst important me'chunical applianees in nse on farms, 
m1cl directed em1mcmtors to include all those in their 
statements of the total value of farming implements 
n,ncl machinery. In this respect the Inst enumerittion 
followed the method of the census of 1850, and the 
forge percentages of gain shown in the tables for moo 
nuty be considered as evicle1~ce that in tho years 18HO 
to 1890 some of the enumeratqrs, at least, omitted 
wagons and carriagmi :Erom their reports. 

Dnring the period from 1850 to moo the iwemg·c 
value of implements and machinery pet· form in
crei1:,;ecl to a greater extent in the North Atlantic and 
VI/ e:.,;t.em divh;ions than elsewhere. The high fi.gm·es in 
the North ,Atlantic division arc probithly due to it eon
sidemhle extent tci the larg-er relative number of wagons 
and carriages in use by the farmers in that section, 
while the high avemgc for the \Vestern states reHccts 
merely the lttrger averf\.ge size of farms. The ex
trenrnly high U\'emgc for Hawaii is due to the costly 
machinery used upon tho sugar plantation:;, The ma
chinery in use upon the smaller plantations of liouisifirn\ 
was even more costly in proportion than that in H11w1tii, 
but, owing t.o the great number of farms in thn South 
Central division, does not increase the average per form 
us in Hawn.ii. The decrease in the average value of imple
ments and machinery per :farm in the South Atlantic and 
South Central states during the last :fifty yettrs wtts clue 
to the subdivision of farm::; in those sections, and to the 
fact that in the production of cotton, the great staple 
of that region, but few costly implements are used. It 
was caused in part, also, by the fact that a great portion 
of the cotton is now ginned in establishments not on 
farms, so that the value of ginning machinery does not 
appear to as great an extent in the farm reports as it 
did in earlier years. 

The average value of farming machinery per acre of 
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farm land increaRed steadilv in the North Atlantic and 
North Centml divisions f~·om 1850 to moo; hi the 
WeRtern dlVhlion, except from 1890 to 1900; and in 
the South Atlantic rwd South Central diYision.s, since 
the Civil War. It was highest in Hawaii, next highest 
in the Norq1 Atlantic st!ltes, and lowest in the South 
Central state:>. · 
' The :five states with the highest values of farming im

plements and machinery reported in lfJOO were Iowa, 
with$57,9GO,G60; New York, with $5G,OOG,OOO; Pennsyl
vania, with $50,917,240; Illinois, with $.f4,H77,310; and 
Ohio, with $36,354,150. The highest a'rerag·cs pedarm 
were reported hy Hawaii, District of Co1nmbia, Nevada, 
North Dakota, California, Montnna, New ,Jersey, and 
Iowa, in tho order named; and tlrn highest avemges per 
acre, by the District of Columbia, I-fowaii, Alaslm, New 
.Jersey, Massachusettrs, and Ifoode Isfand. · 

For the United States the value of machinery per 
acre of form land has increased since 1850 from $0.52 to 
to $0. 90, or nearly 80 per cent, and ~ince 1880 :from $0. 7G 
to $0. 90, or about 20 per cent. These increnses in money 
v1tlue, however, do not measure the added usefnlncss 
of the new mrwhinery. Thnt is mmtsm·ed principttlly 
by th<:\ degree to which the machinery :-;n,yes human labor 
by substituting the power of aninrn.b or of st.cam. It is 
interesting, therefore; to inquire what ehnnges hiwo 
been made in the past :fifty yen.rs in the use of animal 
power on farms in connection with those new machines. 
A co1np1trison of human 11nd 11ninml labor on forms in 
relation to the acrnage of erops cnltivn.tecl ean lie madt~ 
on 1y for the period since 1880. 

Table xv gives the number of m11les, nxclusive of 
lumbermen and wood choppers, engaged in agriculture 
at different ccnsm; yertrs, the number of horses, mules, 
and asses on farms, and the acreage of !Lll crops reported 
in 1880 and in suhscquont years, with averages. 

TAilLB XV.-NUlVIBER OF MALES IN AGRICULTURE, 
NUMBEH OF HOHSES, MULES, AND ASSES ON l<A.mrs, 

·AND AHEA OF LAND DEVOTED TO SPECIFrnD UHOPS, 
WITH AVERAGES: SUMMARY 1880 'rCl moo. 

ITEMS. 1000 

Nmnber ofmn.lcs in ngriculturc ..••.•. ... '8, 771, 181 
Number of horRcs, mulcR. n.ml nHscs .••••• •20,ono,s20 
Acres of land in "Pctnllcrt crnp~3 .• , ....... 272, 304, 111 
Avcruge number of acrcH to one rnn.Ic 

worker ......•.. " . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . :n. O 
Avemgc number of 1wres to one horse, etc. Ja. I\ 
Avemge number of horses to one rnnlc 

1800 

7, 787, liH9 
17,~M, 999 

2111, 523, 412 

27.fi 
12.1 

1880 

71 OW, 983 
12, 170, 29" 

104, 830, •1'12 

23. 3 
1:l. 5 

'vorl
'"r ___ ·' ~-'---- ---· ·.>. '-' 1. _ ........ 1;.7 " .................................. '" ·-· -·······"' 

1 ExcluRive of 578,7'(0 chilclrrm, under rn year.1 uf nge, report ell in excess ol 
number given for preeeding (~ensus yenr~. Sec table 1.xxu1 nnd text 
relnttng thereto. 

•ExcluRive of <'nits 1mtler l )'Car. 
3Numbcr of ncrcs devoted to bn.rley, buc~kwhen.t 1 eorn, riee, oats, rye1 whcnt1 

Juiy, tobacco, cotton, hops, and sug11r cane. 

The nnmber of acres of leading erops per male 
worker stead.Hy increased, while the nmnl>er per work
ing· animal wn.s snbstm1tially the same in 1900 tu; in 
1880. Tlll~ increase in the productiveness of man's 
lnhor, therefore, is secured l>y the increased utiliziition 
of the power of the horse mid the mnle ill driving frmn 
machinery. The figures o:f the table i nclicatc two im
portant C'hanges in tlrn twcHty ycn.r:;. One of these 
tlppcnrs in tho inercnse in the nnmlH•r of horses to et\Oh 
nutle worker from 1.1 to '.:U3, n, g1iin of about 85 per 
cent; the othor is the increase in the number of acres 
cnltivilted to eneh nm.le worker from ~a.a to Bl.O, or 
about 3·1 per cent. From these figures it ttppears tlmt 
in the hist twenty ye:irs, Ly the aid of machinery, and 
tho snhstitntion of horse power for lmnd lahor, the etrcct
i veneHs of hunmn labor on farms ]ms been i.ncreaRe<l to the 
extent of: nbont 33 per cont. The spcchil investigations 
of the Burrntn of Labor lmve led to the conelnsion that 
by the use of machinery the effectivcnrn;s of lmnmn 
11ibor lm:,; been nearly> i:f not quite, donblad Bince the 
middle of the centmy. (Seo Thirteenth AmmnJ Heport 
of the Commis1-:1ioncr of L!thor, page !J:-:\,) 

y AJ,UJ~ OF r,rvri STOCK ciN l?AlllllS. 

Prior to moo, censns (\UlUnemtorH had merely obtained 
ostinmtos of the total vnluo of Jive stock on forms, 
ftnd, except in 1850, no inst.rnctiomi WCl'e given tis to 
whttt :,;Jwulcl 1le hwlndnd in those e:;timat<~s. In that 
year enumm·ators were dircdod to include the valnos o:f 
neat citttlc, horses, i:;heep, mnfos, assos, n.nd swine, and 
it is prol1ahle that in all census years previons to moo 
the e~tin:mtecl va1ues of live stock included only the nni
ma1s nmned. In HJOO dettiiled reports of the v1dne:,; of 
1111 dns:,;es of aninmls, mid also of pirnltry :md bees 
on farms, wore sccnrecl for the first time. All these 
classes arc included nnder tlrn general designation of 
live stock, and their values nre given under the heads 
of domestic 1u1inmls, ponlt1·y, hees, an cl special live 
stoek. Under the :li.rst of thcso clesignntions nro inelnd
ecl all nent cattle, horses, mules, nsi;es, sheep, swine, n.nd 
gouts, u.nd under thespecinJ live stock, all uncommon ani
mnJs 11ucl fowls, such as hnifaloes, deer, h11res, ostriches, 
peafowls, etc., kept on fn.mis, either for profit or 
plerumre. 

1'tLhle xvr gives, hy i>httes and territories, the vnhw of 
ftll live stock on farms Rnd n111ges, .Tune 1. 1900, and 
the v1tlucs oi' the variotrn dnsses. 
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xxxn STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE. 

TABLEXVI.-VALUE OF ALL LIVE STOCK AND OF SPECI
FIED CLASSES THEREOF, ON FARMS AND RANGES, 
JUNE 1, 1900, BY STATES AND TERRITOIUES. 

-~-·----·----·----------~--·-----~-·----

S'l'A'rES ANI> TgR.HI- All live D()lllCRtie 8pechtl 
'f0Rlll8, stoek. 1tninutls. Poultry, BceH. live 

stock. 

'l'hc Un ite!I 
St11tes ....•••• $-8, 078, 050, °'11 $2, 081, 722, 015 $85, 70·1, DOG $10, 180, fi13 $.~·1n,fi87 

--·------
North Atliintlc divi-

sion ............... s20, ·161, suo 306, 300, 850 13, 706, 702 1,a7o, 7:m 2:1,500 
=-~---::::::= -·_::-:::::;-~ ..::;::;::::.-:~ === ---

:Mo.inc ......... _. 17, 1011,034 16, 2tlR,422 75G, ln3 fil, <150 
New Hmnpsbire. lll,5M,li4fl 10, Uli2, 877 4fi7,llH 21:1,()(lfi 
Vermont .. ·-···· 17,811,317 11, sn, mo 421, lOfi 40,Ufia 

·-i4;.i~r} 1In,sttelmsett" •.• l[), 7U8, 11lir! H,no,um 1, 018, 119 Sil, 7fil 
Hhocle Island .••. 2 10\JB,UfJIJ 2, 281,817 :lOii, 0·17 n, 7~lil 
Gonne!!tlent ..... 1 o, o:t~, 212 10,'.H7,11:H OH, mo •lll,m~ ... ii;o7fi New York ....... l~;m, 5H3, 71fi 120, ti7:1, 101 ·l,3!ll,71ifl 5U3, 781 
New Jt~rsey .... _. 17,lll2,li20 lli, 260, n.1H 1, Boo, sria :m,2rn 3, 000 
Pcnnsylvnnl11 ..• 102, ·130, 18:J 07' •12·1, 11\J •I, <183, <J8ll ri:n,»78 

Sonth Atlnntic div!-
alcm ............... 19.1, :m2, ROH UH, lf>2,27B 81 fHfi,ROU I, OIH,Ll:lG 

=~..:...--=:-.:::;:::.::::::::::-::::::; 

Delaware ........ 11, 111, OG,1 :1, 1aa, :~ar1 :lil7,i170 20,:!·H 
M1tryll1rnl ....... 20, 85f'l, 877 l\l,li31l,8H 1, 158, 020 ill, 0111 
Dist. Colmnbiii •• 1251 B20 122,010 3,108 l~U 
Virginin ......... ·12' 0211, ?a7 B!J, H:-n, 052 1, 881i, 71lH BOH, ·117 
West Virglnlit ... 30,fiil,2f"in 29, 2:11I832 m1a,Hoo a7ii,<i:22 
North Cttrolhm .• 30, 1011, 17H 28, 242, H7 1, ·13•1, 108 i12U, ~tiH 
South Carolino. .• 20, lHD, 8f>U JU,lli7,22B 8HU, rn:m ~'.{~:~~~ C:hmrgfo, ......••• 3'1,200,ritl7 aa, •HJU, ORB 1, ·lfi8,0o5 
Florl!ln .......... 11, lli5,010 10, 687, li32 mH,557 83, ~27 

North Gontml div!-
.rn, 1110, ·min sion ............... 11 r)il>, 077, suo 1, ri29, n1a, ai 7 31 005, 075 79, 72U 

:.-::=-="::::.==--:= 

Ohio ............. 12fi,llM,GlG 120, ·tlill, Ja.J 5,osolmn <102, Ml 
I11dl11rn1 ......... 100, fi50, 701 10r., o.rn, ri2H 41 2221 1JOU ~ni 1 8ti·l UliO 
Illinois ........... 103, 7fi8, 037 1s11, Holl, 020 o, i11n, o:m •JHB, 1114 820 
Mlchlgm1 ........ 70,0·12,lM•l 7/i, 0\17,001 2, mm,s~o Bf>2,•1H9 7,2\lf> 
Wisconsin ....... 9tl, :i27, (jijl) 93, f>21, 'JHO 2,'110,71'! B77, lOli 18, •100 
Minnesota. •.••••. KO, Oti:l, 007 81!, li2ll, MB 2 27'1 11'19 107, 280 f>2fl 
Iowa.---········· 27K, H:lO, 000 2i1, 8H,O~H o; mm:4o4 •1•1B, 1)23 6, 675 
Missouri .•..••••• lG0,5'10,004 lid' 21lfi, 303 ri, no, ariu 501:\, 217 161 Oti5 
North JJ11kota _ •• 42, 1J301 rH}l H 1 951,0fl\.) 1177, ans 1,·l7'1 "i8; 800 Sou th llnkola • _. Oa, 178, <132 6'1,287,078 HfiG, UCi6 l(J,088 
Ne\Jmska •••••••• Hfi,MU,587 1'12, 7(i9,ll2\l 2, 37'1, u:io 1U9,M3 51 ~rn5 
Kttnsas .......... mo, u!iO, 930 '18(1, :117, !HS '1, 350, U97 277, 967 '1, 72·1 

South Gcntml div!-
slon ............... 1116, ,159, 227 rius, 255, 1187 1a, 012, oas 2rf>la, 307 17, 205 

::-_::-:-;:_~:_-~ :::~--~~o;:_;_:_., _ _:_:.;.:; ;;-",:..~~..:.--;;::;::.:;:-~ 
_.,_" ___ 

Kentucky-····-· 73, 780,lOG 70, 488, 187 2, 72:1, 221 r.27,098 llOO 
'fen n cssoo ........ 110, 818, GOfi f>8, O·ta, HUfi 2, 27f>1 Hlir! 1JH(), 5:-l(i 12, 310 
Altt\JRmlt ........ 36, 10'1, 709 81,•108,0:32 1,·10\l,!WU 287, f>98 
llfissiHsippl • _ •• _. 42, tl57' 222 <JO, IH:!, 300 1, 005, 819 108, noa 
Louislan11 ••••••• 28, HGU, OOti 21, 757, mu 'J,057,889 M,311! "'4,'iil5 'l1exas . ·-· ---·-·· .2·:10, 570, 955 236, 227, U3•1 a, fiU5, !MB 7,19, •JB3 
.Okhthoma •.••••• 54,820,M8 [>3, 021, 827 IJOll, 743 G, 998 
Ind inn Torrilory. •11, 378, G05 <10,82'1,8Hll 515,BM m~,•l2fl 
Arknnsns.- ...... 37,483, 771 Bfl, 730,420 1, MO, 006 20'1, ~·10 

Western rUvlsion .... 367, 210,,1118 31>1, <1"3, •Jfi3 4, •114, SUf> 1, 123, 6,17 22f>, 003 
~.·~':'."::-·~;-::::::-::::::::--::-=.:::..:... ·::;;::.---:.:::';:;~-.:=_;;;;_,: ;:..'.;;:=;;;.";...-;;.:== =-;;;-;;..-;,:;. -----

Moutann •••••••• 52, 101,833 fil, 7\H,llH 2Ull,801i 8, 130 132, 775 
Wyoming •••••.•. 39, 1'15, 877 30, 080, 158 (l0,llll7 5, a22 .. "13;2i5 Colorado ........ 49, u:;.1, 311 411, lloU, 781 ll03, 21!! 195, OOll 
New Mexico_ .... Bl, 727, •IOO 31, l)cJ4, 179 62,<Jltl 20, R02 

"23,'660 Arizon11 .......... Jfj,firJfJ,(187 rn, 375,2Ho HO, 798 Oil, li03 
Uttth- ............ 21,'174, 241 21, 175,867 180, 922 111, •152 
Nevnd11 .......... 12,169,M5 12,093,GOS 55, 826 20, 131 
Idc1ho 21, 057, tl7•1 21,nRu,s:m 203 127 04, U9·l 
Wnshlt]gttiii::::: 22, lf:it\ 207 21, •J3.7' fi28 m<1:sas lO!i, Ml · · · i,' iirio Orefion - ......... ua,m1,o.1s 83, 172,3-12 082,524 160, 382 
Cal fornia ••••. _. 07, 303, :l25 Go, 000, 738 1,877,489 3()3, 1185 61, 213 

Alasktt ·-·····-··· ... 2, 1% 1,880 166 .... ·R;.i21Y' 150 
HnwRii ·-·····-··: ... 2,570, 1J12. ~I 523,,179 38,237 ··----·· 

Detailed statistics of the value of domestic animals 
on farms and ranges ttre given in Table 28, of poul
try, in Table 45, and of bees, in Table 46. Under the 
head of speeia.1 live stock tire included the number 
and value of animals and fowb1 not specifically caJ1ed 
for by the schedules, and only occasionally reported by 
the enumerators, many of whom doubtless neglected to 
report any animals except those common on farms. 

Table XVII gives the' number nnd value of all such 
special live stock included in the last column of t~ble 
XVI. 

TABLlc XVII.-NUMBER AND VALUE OF SPECIAL STOCK 
ON FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, NOT INCLUDED IN ANY OF 
THE GENERAL TABLES OF THIS REPORT, BY STATES 
AND TERIUTORIES. 

A.-BUFFALOES,t 

STATES AND TlmRITOitrns. Nnmher. V1tl11e. 

--------4 
The Unite!l States..................................... ·HH $189,525 

C11liforniR .......... _ ....................................... . 
IO\m ..••.•••••..•.. -- ....................................... . 
llluHH1tch11setts -·--··· ....................................... . 

m~!~fN~\~: :: : : : : : : :::::::::::::::: ::: : :: : : : :: :: : : : : :: :: : : : ::: 
Moutmrn ....... -- ....................... - .................. .. 
Ne'\' ".for}{ .................................................. . 
~on th Dnlwt1t .............................................. . 
\'Ti~ccn1si11 .... ______ ............... _. ____ .. _. _ .............. . 

u.~nmm. 

The United Sl1tle8 ................ _ ....... , .......... .. 

Illinois ......... - .......................................... .. 
Imliun11 ······-·--·· ............. _ .... - ..................... . 
low11 .... -··----- ........................................... .. 
K1tns11~ .................................................... .. 
K<mtncky •..• _ ............................................ .. 
MttHsttelrnsetls _ ............................................. . 

~ii:;i~i~~·ta:: ::: :: : : : : : : : : : : : : :: ::::::::::::: :-: : ::: : : : :: : : : ::: 
Missouri •. - ................................................ .. 
Nelm1Hlm •••.•••...•.......••••..•••. _ .•..................... 

m~~ -¥;;~;? ::::::::: ::::::::::::.:::::::: :::: :: : :::::::::::::: 
'.ren11csscc ....................................................... . 
'l,exn.s ............................................................ . 

C.-ELKS. 

The United States .................................... . 

Colornclo_ ................................................... . 
Iowu.·--····················-··-······························ Mnssaohusetts ............................................. .. 
Mlchlgtm._ ................... - ................... _ ......... .. 
Missouri. .................. _. __ .. _ .......................... . 
Montana--··· ............. -.-- .. - .......................... . 
New Jersey .............. ·-···-·· .......................... .. 
Oregon ................... ---·-···--·, ............ _ .......... . 

D.-OSTRICHES. 

The United States ... -................. - .............. . 

Arizona- ................................................... . 

~~~~~r~~i~:::: :: : : : : :: ::::::::: :: : : : : : : : ::: : ::::: ::::: ::::::: 

]~.-BELGIAN HARES. 

RH5 

fi2 
5 

98 
•Hl 
2 

23 
fiH 
l1 

27:-J 
1011 
145 

<12 
lU 
ri 

2, 700 
600 

li,400 
4,500 
5,000 

mu, mm 
2)500 

18, HOO 
18,.100 

$tu, tl38 

770 
lUO 

2,~mo 
li3f> 
100 
925 

1, 650 
52[> 

3, Ulfi 
n,orlo 
l,5U8 
1,000 

310 
20 

$25, 047 
=:::.== 

81 
21 

Hl 
11 
31 
29 

135 
22 

'150 
198 

HO 

fi, 925 
2, G25 
7, 100 
1, 100 
8,850 
1,500 
1,222 
1, 725 

$/jl,225 

22,500 
21i,OOO 
3,nu 

The United States ............... _ ... -................. 17,320 $·18, 002 

Arizona ................................................... .. 
Cnlifornia ................... - ............... - .............. . 
Colorndo ................. -- .............. -:._ ............. .. 
Illinois .......... _._ ................................. : ...... . 
Jedlant1 .................................................... . 
Iowu .• - .................................................... . 
Kansas ................... - ................................. . 
Kentucky .................................................. . 
l\Iichigan ................................................... . 
Missouri .........•.......•.......•....• _ ••... _ •.......•...... 
l\Iontanu ·--··-·--·· ....................................... .. 
Nel>raslm ............................. - .................... .. 
New Jersey ................................................ .. 
Ne1v York •.. , •. _ .. _ ....................................... .. 
Oregon .................................................... .. 
ri~exas ........................... _ ........... _ ................. . 

F.-DOGS. 

'l'he United States .................. - ................ .. 

A111ska ........ - ................. - .......................... . 
Tennessee •.. ·- •• : .................... - ...... - ............. .. 

1 Includl~g cattaloes. 

200 
11,SH 

360 
100 
790 

50 
0·15 

1, 000 
35 

3•!0 
600 
82 

187 
575 
12 

200 

123 

500 
33, 513 

290 
50 

770 
500 

4,089 
500 

45 
3,300 

050 
415 
180 

2,575 
75 

550 

$12, 150 

3 150 
120 12, 000 
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About one-half of the 4D4 buffaloes reported were 
"cattaloes," a cro'ls between the domestic cow and the 
buffalo bull. Both cn,ttaloes and buffaloes are miscd on 
farms as n business. Ol:ltrich mi8ing represents the 
beginning of an industry which will doubtlol:lfl become 
extensive and profitable. The dogti roported in Ahslm 
were nsecl in agricnlturo, while those in Tennessee 
belonged to ti farm where such animals were raised for 
snle. 

Tttble xvm presents, by geog·mphic divi;;ions, a 
statement o:I' the values of live stock, ns published in 
SUCCOSsive COllSU8 reportl:l 8illce 1850. J1'or 1()00, two 
series o:f figure:=; are given, one pro8cnting tho value o:I' 
all live l:ltock and the other, tho value o-£ domo8tic ani
mn,ls only. Tho table givol:l for eiwh deoado the increase 
ancl the per cent o:I' increase in value. Plato 0 give8 
for tho U nitod States ti gmphie prcsent11tio11 of the 
faets shown in the first p11rt of tho tnhle. 

TAm,1a XVIII.-VALUE OF LIVE S'.rocm: ON FAUMS, BY 
GEOC+RAPHIC DIVISIONS, wrrn INCREASE AND l?EH. 
OEN1' OF INCREAS.E JlY DJWADJ~S: SUMMAHY 1850 TO 
moo. 

A.-'l'Irn UNl'l'.Ell H'rATEfl. 

CRN8U8 YIMR, 
V11lm1 nl Int•renH!l by Per <'unt 

live Hl.ouk. tlumulm;, lncgfmm. 

10001 ................................... . 
moo• .................................. .. 
1800 .................................... . 
lHHO .................................... . 
1870• .................................. .. 
1860 ................................... .. 
l&'lO ................................... .. 

$3, 07~, MO, O'Jl '$769, 282, •100 '311. 8 
2, 1!81, 122, u4r. • u12, 1mr,, an • 2u.1 
2, 308, 7U7, 1\73 781, HH2, 8611 •16.'1 
11 li76, 88'1, 707 lHfi, 995, 01!7 28. 2 
1, 2211, 889, 010 HO, n51l, (\U5 12. 9 
1, USO, 820, urn 6·15, 1'10, 809 100. 2 

61•1, 180, li16 ...................... .. 

ll.-NOR'.l'H A'l'LAN'.l'IC JllVISION. 

19001 ................ ••••· .............. . 
1900• .................................. .. 
1800 .................................... . 
1880 .................................... . 
1870• ................................... . 
1800 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••..•.•. 
1850 ................................... .. 

320, 461, 850 
305, il60, 8fJO 
813, 902, li0·1 
2Hll, 0·10, MO 
330,Bf>ll,HW 
2f>8, :JvH, 731 
175, om, riari 

o, f>59, 840 2.1 
68, Ml, 6•18 &2, 7 
27, 801, 81ili o. 7 

n.H, 015, •177 nm, li 
72, 1U7,•805 27. 9 
82, 7•JO, 100 17.1 

C.-SOU'l'H A'.l'I,AN1'IO DIVJHTON. 

19001 .................................. .. 
111ooa .................................. .. 
1890 ••••••••• ; ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
1880 ................................... .. 
18704 .................................. .. 
1860 .................................... . 
1850 ... : ................................ . 

lD•l' 302, 808 
18'1, 152, 273 
101, Gill, 801 
130, li70, 311 
110, 379, 982 
16'1, 716,008 
101, 901, 853 

n.-NOR'l'H c)rn~·RAf, I>IVISION. 

19001 .................................. .. 
190011 ................................... . 
1890 .................................... . 
1880 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••·••·••• 

1, li70, 977, 300 
1, li29, 976, 817 
l, 1U5, 70<1, 202 

32, 731, 007 20. 2 
22, ri20, 472 rn. o 
Bl, 001, 490 23. 8 
20, lUO, 820 18. 3 

65·1, 330, 026 6 83. 0 
ll91 755, 2f>li 56. 0 

381, 273, 088 81. 0 
38•1, 271, 055 28. 0 
•123, 2•16, 802 M. 8 

1870• .................................... . 
1860 •••.•••.•.••••••••••• : •.•..•.••••.••. 

772, •157, 900 
583, •180, 262 
820, li70, 873 
127 I 385, 387 

288, 977, 038 •H. 8 
r.212,oos,sso r.00.1 
193, 191, 480 151. 7 

1850 .................................... . 

E.-SOUTH CEN'l.'RAL DIVISION. 

19001 ................................... . 
10003 .................................. .. 
1890 .................................... . 
18RO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••• 
18704 ................................... . 
1860 .................................... .. 
1850 .................................... . 

016. 4fJO, 227 
fi98, 2f>5, 087 
802, lliJi, 328 
262, 152, 752 
198, 862, 911 
296, 852, 429 
128, 9•10, 397 

22,1,803,899 57,2 
206, 100, 869 62. 6 
180, 002, 676 '19. 6 

63, 289, Ml 81. 8 
6 97 I \)891 518 0 83, 0 
167, oqo, 032 1so. 2 

2rncludlng ttll livo stock. 
•Including values in Aluslrn. l\nd I:Io.wuli, which wero not reported prior to 

1900. ' 
Bincludlng domestic animals only. 
~Vl\lues In gold. 
•Decrease. 
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1'AnL:m XVIII.-V ALUJ~ OJP LIVI.; STOCK ON FARMS, BY 
GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS, WITH INCREASE AND l'ER 
CEN'r OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: SUMMARY 1850 1'0 
1900-Con tiuuc<l. 

l•'.-Wl~S'l'IntN lllVISION. 

CBNBUH Ylc.\.U, 
V£Llnc; of InnrcrLRG by Per <•ent 

live Hlo,~k. doc1ulcs. hie;~nse. 
-------------1--------- ------- -··-------. 
10001 •...••...•••••••••••••.••••••••••... 
JUDO• ................................... . 
1890 .................................... . 
1880 .................................... . 
1870" .................. ·••·• ............ . 
1800 .................................... . 
1850 .................................... . 

$:!07' 216, •1G8 
am,.ina,<l53 
'l·m, 87a, 078 
i·w, G(m, mm 

riu, nm, s211 
48, H'lf>, 274 
7, 2UH,HH 

-----·-----·-----------·----' 
ll.-AI,ASKA ANll HAWAII.< 

l!IQ01 ................................ ····! 2, fi72, 8l181···· ....... ···)· ....... .. 
l'OQOU ................... ..................... 2,02fi,3flU ···~·~···· •••••.••..•... 

---·---~·-,---------------·-··--··---··,~·-·---,~·--·-~·- ·--··--· 
1Inelmllng1111 llvo Htoek, 
'Inclmllng clome8Lio anlmnl~ only. 

u V11lues in golrl. 
·• No 1\1port prlur to 1900. 

'.rlw totul v11hrn of the live stock OH :J'11rms and 1·11ngcs 
in tho United 8tates, .Tune 1, moo, ·was $8,078,0u0,04:1, 
or 15.0 per cent of $20,514,001,888, tho rcportocl vnlne 
of aU form i)roporl;y. Of tho Ihro stook vttluo, dome.still' 
aninmls, worth $2,ll81, 722,!J45, constituted 90. 0 per cont; 
poultry, worth $85,704,DHG, 2.8 per e(}nt; bees, worth 
$10,180,518, 0.3 por cont; 1tnd Apoeial livo Atoek, worth 
$:345,587, bnroly one-hnndrcclth o:f l per cent. 

'.l'ho North Contml statos, with tlrn largof!t number of 
:forms rrnd gTorttmit :farm arcii of 11ny geographic division, 
naturally reported tho· grrnitost value of liv(I stock, 
$1,57G,!:l77,B50, or 5:1.B per cont o:I' the totnl v1llue 
of n.11 live stock: in tlrn country. Tho per cont :for 
the South Uentral division was 20.0;. Western, 11.ll; 
North Atl!mtic, 10.4; South Atlnntio, 6.3; nnd Alaska 
and Hawn.ii, 0.1. 

In the North Atlantic states the value of domestic 
11nimn.ls in 1HOO wn,s less thn.n the ostimutocl value o:f 
live 8tock in 18HO. Tho vn.lno of n.11 livo stock, including 
poultry and bees, was slightly less than the esthmitecl 
value of live stoek in 1870. These valnol:l havo fluctun.tccl 
with the vn.rying price8 of (lomestic animals, but haYO 
not increased for at lca8t thi.rty ymtr8; on the contrary, 
they have shown a tendency to decrease. In each of the 
other divisions there hn.s been an n.lmo8t nninterrttptecl 
incron.se in the reported value of live stock on farms. 

Tn.bles xrx and xx give the 1tvorago values per farm 
and per acre of live stock for each census year since 
1850, by geogmphic divisions. 

TAnr,E. XIX.-AVERAGE VALUE OF LIVE S'rOCK PER 
FARM, BY GEOGHAPHIC DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1850 
TO 1900. 

OEDOl\APIUC llIVIS!ONS, 1000 l 1890 1880 18709 11:100 1860 

----------·---------------
Tho United States ••..•.• $[>36 $500 

------
North Atlnntlc ...•... ···- ..... 473 ·177 
South Atltlntlo ................ 202 216 
Nor th Ccn tral ................. 718 022 
south Central ................. 872 301 
Western ....................... 1,512 l,662 
Alnslm and Uawnli8 .......... 1,126 ......... 

1 Inclucllug vtLlucs of poultry and bees. 
•Values Jn gold, 

3393 $•102 6588 $876 

-- ........ __ 
--··-~-- -~--

411 MO '167 359 
203 295 5'16 428 
•155 47•1 •115 291 
290 889 801 •183 

1,501 1,17<1 1,400 1,088 
········ ........ ......... ......... 

a Nu report prior to 1900. 
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TAllLE XX.-A. VERA.GE VALUE OF LIVE STOCK PER ACRE 
OF FARM LAND, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: SUM
MARY 1850 TO 1900. 

_G_E_o_Gi_t .. _r_nr_c_n_rv_rs_ro_N_s_. _
1
._1_00_0_1 j_1_s_uo __ i_s_so_. _1_s?_o_• _i_s_no __ i_s_oo_ 

TbeUnltedStt1tcs .....•• $3.66 $3.70 S2,94 $8.02 $2.68 $1.85 
~==~== 

North Atlnntic ............... . 4.90 6.00 
South Atlnntic ............... . 1. 811 1. 61 
North Ccntml ................ . 4. 97 4.66 
South Ocntml ................ . 2.85 2.51 
Wcstem ..................... .. 8.92 5.19 
Alnslt11 and Hnwaiia .......... . 0, U9 .. .......... 

llnul\11llng valnes ofponltry and bees. 
2Valucs ln gold. 

4.21 5.27 4.23 .3.18 
l. 29 1. 22 1.55 1.12 
ll. 73 3.83 2.97 2.03 
1,96 2. 00 2.49 1.66 
4,80 3.49 3.84 1.56 

........... . ........... . ............. 
a No report prior to 1900. 

The average value of live stock to a farm, for all the 
states and territories and for the different classes of 
farms, is given in Tables 11 to 17, inclusive. The 
average :for the United Stn,tes was $536. In the West
ern division it wn,s $1,512, or nearly three times that for 
the United States; in the N01·th Centrn.l, $718; in the 
North Atlantic, $473; in the South Central, $312; aml 
fo the South.Atlantic, $202. According to this test the 
importance of live stock in agriculture was greatest 
in the Western division. When the average value of 
live stoek per acre of farm land is considered, a different 
result is obtained. For the United States this average 
was $3.66. The highest averngc, $4.!)7, was in the 
North Central division; in the North Atlantic it was 
$4.90; in the Western, $3.92; in the South Central, 
$2.35; in the South Atfantic, $1.86; and in Alaska ancl 
Hawrdi, $0.99. The average size of farms in the North 
At1itntic clivision was 96. 5 acres; in the ·w estcrn, 386.1 
acres, or more than four times as great. Although the 
North Atln,ntic states reported a greater average value 
of live stock per acre of farm land, the average per 
farm was more than three times as greut in the \Y estern 
division. The low 1wcrage value of live stock per acre 
of form Jund in the South Atlantic division, combined 
with the small average size of farms,.-108.4 acres
makes the average value of live stock per farm in that 
division very low-less tlmn one-seventh of tlmt for the 
vVestern division, and less than one-half of that for 
the North Atlantic. 

The ftverage value of live stock per farm in the North 
Central and Western divisions shows an almost con
tinuorn1 increase from 1850 to 1900, whi1e in the South 
Atlttntic division, there was a steady decrease from 1860 
to 1900. In the Nmth Atlantic, the maximum average 
was reached in 1870, followed by a great decline in 
1880, and a sharp rally in the following decade. In the 
South Central division the results of the wa~·, and the 
suodivisions of the old plantations, caused a decided 
decrease in the average per farm in the decades 1860 to 
1880, and a most marked increase thereafter, due to the 
development of the live-stock industry in Texas, Okla
homa, and Indian Territory. 

The average value of live stock per acre of farm land 
has shown a distinct tendency to increase in the North 

Central and South Atlantic states, while in the North 
Atlantic the average has fluctuated, with a general ten
dency since 1810 to decrease. In the South Central 
and Western states, also, there have been fluctuations, 
and in the last ten years a decline, clue to the inclusion 
of farms composed of large 1treas of cheap land leased 
from the Government. In the preceding decade this 
land was used without rental and was not i.ncludecl in 
the. census reports. 

The value of live stock in 1900 was greatest in Iowa, 
being$278,830,096; Texas ranked second with$24:0,576,-
955; Illinois, third with $193,758,037; Kanstis, :fourth 
with $190,956,936; and Missouri, fifth with $160,540,-
004. The averages per farm in these states were, for 
Iowa, $1,220; Texas, $683; Il1inois, $734; Kansas,$1,103; 
and Missouri, $564:. A number of states and territories 
in which the public domain is extensively used, reported 
much higher averages per form. Attention is called to 
the following six: Wyoming, $6,423; Neviidn,, $5,572; 
Montana, $3,901; Arizona, $2,676; New Mexico, $2,571; 
and Colorado, $2,022. 

RELATIYE VALUES OF LAND AND BUILDINGS, IMPLEMENTS 

AND l\IACUINERY, .A.ND LIVE STOOK. 

Table xxr gives for each census year, by geographic 
divisions, the per cent of the value of all farm property 
in each of the three specified forms thereof-land and 
buildings, implements and machinery, and live stock. 

TADLE XXI.-PER CENT OF THE VALUE OF AU~ FARM 
PROPERTY IN THREE SPECIFIED FORMS THEREOF, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1850 TO lllOO. 

A.-THE UNITED STATES. 

CENSUS YEA.R. Land and m~~J;1~;1d uv~stock. 
buildings. m11chinery. 

1900 ....................................... .. 
1890 ....................................... .. 
1880 ........................................ . 
1870 ....................................... .. 
1860 ....................................... .. 
1850 ........................................ . 

81. 3 
82.0 
83. 7 
83.2 
83.S 
82.5 

Il.-NORTH ATLANTIC DIVISION. 

1900 ......................................... . 
1800 ....................................... .. 
1880 ....................................... .. 
1870 ....................................... .. 
1860 ........................................ .. 
1850 ........................................ . 

83.9 
85.5 
87. 7 
85. 7 
86. 5 
86.4 

C.-SOUTH ATLANTIC DIVISION. 

1000 ....................................... .. 
18\lO ....................................... .. 
1880 ....................................... .. 
1870 ........................................ . 
18GO ....................................... .. 
1850 ....................................... .. 

82.9 
85. 2 
84.7 
82.4 
88.5 
81. 6 

D.-NORTH CENTRAL DIVISION. 

1900 ....................................... .. 
1890 ........................................ . 
1880 ....................................... .. 
1870 ....................................... .. 
1860 ........................................ . 
1850 ........................................ . 

88.l 
83.0 
84.0 
84.0 
84.4 
82,2 

8. 7 
3.1 
3.3 
3. 0 
S.1 
3.8 

5.2 
3. 9 
3.•1 
3.1 
s.o 
3.2 

3. 7 
2. 7 
2. 9 • 
2. 7 
2.8 
8, 5 

3,2 
3. 0 
8.4 
3.0 
2.9 
3. 9 

15.0 
14. 3 
13.0 
13.8 
13.6 
18.7 

10.9 
10.6 
8.9 

11.2 
10.6 
10.4 

rn.4 
12. l 
12.4 
1'1. 9 
13.7 
14.9 

13.7 
14.0 
12.6 
13.0, 
12.'7 
13.ll 
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TABLE XXL-PER CENT OF THE V.ALUE OF ALL FARM 
PROPERTY IN THREE SPEOIFIFD FORMS THEREOF, 
BY GEOGRAPJ:IIO DIVISlONS: BUMM.ARY 1850 TO 1900-
0ontinued. 

E.-SOU'rII CI~NTRAL DIVISION. 

==============··= ... ·-cc.-.-.··.=. --cc-~~~~ 

CENSUS YEAR, 
J,iiml iind Implc· 
building~ monts 1tnd Livo stock. 

· m1tohinory. 

1900 ....................................... .. 
1890 •..••.• ••••••••••••• •••••.•••..••..•••••• 
1880 ........................................ . 
1870 ........................................ . 
1860 ........................................ . 
1850 ....................................... .. 

78.6 
76. 2 
70. l 
7'1.8 
7H. G 
7-J.3 

•Ir.-WES'l'.ERN DIVISION. 

1900 ....................................... .. 
lBUO ....................................... .. 
lAAO ........................................ . 
1R70 ........................................ . 
1800 ....................................... .. 
1860 ........................................ . 

75.6 
70.11 
?a.'1 
72.H 
07.1 
63.0 

G.-Afu\RKA AN]I HAWAH. l 

1000 ......................................... J· 81.0 I 
1 No report pl'lor to 1900. 

4.5 
3.1 
s.o 
s.s 
3.7 
5.7 

3.1 
2.2 
3. 0 
:i.s 
:i .. 1 
2.7 

lfi. Ii I 

21. 9 
20.7 
20.8 
21. 9 
17. 7 
20.0 

21. •l 
17.9 
23. r. 
23,9 
89.fi 
'1'1.8 

3.li 

li'or the pust fifty yettrs tho value of fond ttnd hnllclings 
bas com,;titutccl a gre11tcr percentage of the value of all 
farm property in "the North Atlantic divhdon tlrnn in 
any other. The per cent of sueh vlllue btts decrC£tscd 
from 87. 7 in 1880 to 83. 9 in moo. The high per cent 
in 1880 was dne to a very low per eent of value for live 
stock. The development o:f dairying in tho West had 
begun to ttffoct that industry. in the North Atfontic 
states, mid tho results were shown in tho pro1)ortionul1y 
snmller munber and reclucecl vitluo of dairy cowi; 1tncl 
other c1omestic animals. I.11mcl valnes, not so promptly 
affected by changed conditions, had not at that time 
been so seriously disturbed. 

In the W estcrn division the value of l!tncl and huikl
ings ha8 for :fifty years constituted lt lowor per cent of the 
value of n.11 farm property thltn in any other division. 
In 1850 the rntio of the value of land to that of all form 
property was only 53.0 per cent, in 1800 it was 79.9 JJer 
cent, and in 1900, 75.5 per cent. In that divii:don tho 
value o·f live stock in 1850 constituted 44:.3 per cent of 
all farm wealth, while in 1890 it was only 17.9 per 
cent. The opening of farms, and tho development of 
diversified forming and of irrigation, all operated to in
crease the actual and relative land values and to make 
the increasing live-stock values of less pro1)ortional 
weight. 

The relative percentages of live-stock and land values 

in the South Central states have changed but little in 
fifty years, and throughout the period they approxi
rn!lte tho8e found at the pre8ent time in the Western 
sfates. 

In the South Atl11ntic nncl North Central states the 
percentages of fancl vt1lues are intcmnocliate between 
those of the North Atlttntic on tho one hand and of the 
Western ttncl South Central on the other. The same is 
true for the percentages of live-stock values. In those 
two divisions Jive stock is a more important factor in 
farm economy than· in the North Atlantic, and loss im
portitnt tlmn in the renmining two divisioni:;. There 
lmvc boon no especit1lly striking changes during tho last 
half eentmy in the relative importt111cc of live-stock 
ttncl fond values in these divisions. 

For 1tll o:f the divhiions cxl~cpt tho 'Western, land val
ues in 1870 constitutcid 11 lower per cent ttnd the value 
of live .:itock 11 h.igl10r por cent of the totiil value of 
farm property, tlmn fo the census years preceding and 
following. Thmm pcrcmititgos probably roflot·t tho dH
foront inflncnco1:1 of the Civil 'Witr 1111d nn inJlntod cur
rency upon ln,nd and live-stock values. Tho 8C11ing 
price of live stock Wl18 modified by tho prices of mm1t 
in :foreign countries, rwd consoqmml:ly :followed quito 
closely tho olmnging cnrrency vn.hto8. Liind valncs 
oxprcssocl in emTtmcy clicf nol; clrnngc so rottdily, and in 
1870 were relatively lowor tlmn those of lfro stock; 
honeo the varintion in tho thrcn sofa of poreontagos for 
1860, 1870, and :1880. 

In Hawuii ftl.rming implements and machimwy con
stituted a higher per cent of farm we1.Llth than in itny 
other part of the conntry. This is duo to the impor" 
tanee of tho sug11r industry in those ii:;lands and the 
eostly machinery employed therein. 'l'hiH nrnchinery 
comprises the pumping works f:or Hnpplying wn.ter for 
irrigation-tho most costly of any in tho world; tho rail
roads, locomotives, and car:; used :for tr1t118porting· eitne 
from the fields to tho sugar faetorieH; the stemn pkl\\rs; 
1ind the sugnr-nm1dng 1ipprtmtuR in the sngm· houses. 

The mtio borne by tho nggregu;tc Vftlno o:f tlrnHo vari
ous forms of meclmnic11l devices to the vnluo of the Janel 
is gren.ter in Hawaii tlmn in ttny ·division, and :four 
times as great as for the United States. The higher per 
cent of value; in 1900, of this elass o:f farm pror)crty in 
all divisions reflects the more perfect enumcmtion of 
wagons, carriages, and implements. 

The South Atlantic divi::Jion uses loss machinory thnn 
any other clivision, a fact which is shown by the small 
per cent for implements in tublo xxr. The extremely 
high per cont for tho South Oentra] states in 1850 pos
sibly indicates the grnat relative value of sugar-making 
machinery in Louisiana, and possibly an overestimate 
by the enumerators. 



xxxvi STATISTICS OF AGRIOUVrURE. 

BUILD IN GS ON FARMS. 

VALUE OF BUILDINGS. 

The Twelfth Census wn.s the first to collect statistics 
of bµildings on :farms. : 

Table xxn shows, by stn.tes ancl territories, the value 
of farm land with improvements (except buildings), the 
value of buildings, the totn1 of these two, aud the per 
cent of that total in buildings. 

TABLE XXII.-VALUE OF FARM LAND AND BUILDINGS, 
JUNE 1, moo, WITH PERCENT.AGES, BY S'rATES AND 
'l'El}RITORIES. 

.. - "-

Lnnd, with Per 
STATES AND ·rmtm- Total. improvon1ents Buildings. eentin 

TOlttES. (except build- build-
ings). in gs. 

--
'l'hc United States. $16, 67,l, 600, 2•17 $13, ll•J, ,192, 05U $3, 560, 108, 101 21.·l 

--
North Atlnnitc ell vision. 2, •177, 205, 688 1, 503' 388, 893 073, 870, 705 39. 3 

-. -~- --~·-

M11ine .............. 96, 502, 150 49, sr>o, 4r>O 47, 1'12, 700 48. 9 
New Hampshire .... 70, 124, 800 85,,l!JS, 760 3'1, (i25, 600 10.•l 
Vermont ........... 83, 071, 620 46, 813, 005 37, 'lh7, 716 4.4. 9 
MussnchnscttH ...... lli8, 019, 290 80, 925,410 71, 093, 880 45.0 
Rhode Islund •...... 2a, 120, 260 13, <12\, 770 o, 1oa, ,mo •12.0 
Connecticut ........ 97, 426,068 (>2,441,508 4•J, 98.1, 560 4G. 2 
New York .......... SSS, 13,J, 180 551, 174, 220 336, 950, OGO 37. 9 
Ncw.Tcrsey •........ 162, 591, 010 93,360, 030 69, 230, 080 42, G 
Pennaylvnnin ...... 898, 272, 750 575, 392, 940 322, 879, 810 35. 9 

SouthAtlnntlc cllvlslon. 1, 206, 3•19, 618 899, 820, 936 306 I 528, 6$2 25,1 
- --~·--

Deluwure ........... 84, 436, 040 28, 768,820 10, G67, 220 Bl. 0 
:Mnrylnnl1 '• ......... 176, 178, 310 120, 367' 550 M,810, 760 31. s 
Dlstrlctof Col um bin 11,273, 900 9, 700, 230 1,573, 760 14.0 
Virginia ............ 271, 578, 200 200, 615, 080 70, 963, 120 26,l 
West Virgin in ...... lfl8, 29[), 670 13,J, 269, 110 3,1, 026, 560 20.2 
North Cnroltna ..... 194, G!if>, 920 111, 956, 840 62, 700, 080 27.1 
South Cnrollna •..•. 126, 7-01,630 99,805,860 26, 9fi5, 670 21,3 
Georgia •• , ••••••.... ms, s10, 120 138, 515, 480 44,854, 600 2U 
Florida ............. 40, 799, 833 80,828,016 9, 976, 822 24.5 

NorLh Con tral cl!vielon. o, 503, 880, <138 7, 865, 901, 053 1, 697, 979, 1185 17.8 - ··~-- ·-·--
Ohio .....•••••.•.••. 1, 036, 615, 180 817, 168, 710 219, 4&1, 470 21.2 
Jncllnn11 ............ 8'11,736,MO 087. 033, 460 lM,101,880 18.8 
Jllinois .. , ••.••.•••. 1, 765, 581, MO 1, 61·1, 113, 970 251,467, li80 14.2 
:Michignn .•.••..•••• 582, 517, 710 428, 569, 950 168, 9<17, 760 27.3 
Wisconsin .......... 686,147,600 580, 5'12, 600 155, 60<1, 970 22.7 
:Minnesota .......... OOll, 522, 311) 650, 801, 900 110, 220, •115 16.li 
Iowa ............... 1,497,55'1,790 1, 256, 751, 980 240, 802, 810 16.1 
Missouri ............ 8<18, 979, 218 695, 470, 723 1•18, f,()8, 490 17.6 
North Dnkota .•.... 198, 780, 700 173, 852, 270 26,423, 480 12.8 
South Dnkot11 •••••• 220, 188, 190 189, 206, 800 . 80, 926, 800 14.0 
Nebrnskn .•••••••••• 577, 600, 020 486, 605, 900 91,0M, 120 16.8 
K11ns11S •..•••••••••• G•J8, 652, 770 532, 187, 610 111, 40fi, 160 17.8 

South Contml dlvlslon. 2, 072, 071, 891 l, 001, 939, 018 410, 782, 878 19.S 
---

Kentucky .......... 882, 004, 890 291, 117, 430 90,887,460 23.8 
Tennessee .......... 205, 150, 760 202, 013, 790 GB,136, 960 23.8 
.Alabama ........... 184, Gl8, 183 100, 105, 571 34,452,612 2&.6 
:Mlsslsslppi ......... 152, 007' 000 114, 856, 060 87, 150, 8•10 24.4 
Louisiana .......... Ml, 130,610 107' 780, 210 83, 400, 400 28. 7 
Texa.s .............. 601, 778, 618 591, 550, 802 100, 222, 811 14.6 
Oklahoma .....••••• 123, 941, 285 110, 209, 650 18,781,685 11,1 
Incliun Territory ••• 40,803,440 39,188, 250 7,675,190 16.4 
.Arkansns ........... 135, 182, 170 105, lOG, 650 S0,075,520 22.2 

Western division ....... 1, 294, 479, 866 1, 126, 958, 100 167, 521, 756 12.9 

:Montana ••.•.•••.•• 62, 026,090 52, 660,560 9, 865, fi30 15.1 
Wyoming ........... 26, 965,580 28, 434, 010 8,581,620 13.1 
Coloraclo ........... 106, 844, 035 90, 841,528 16, 002,512 15.0 
New Mexico ........ 20,888,814 17, 823, 709 8, 5G5,10li 17.1 
.Arlzomi. ............ 13, 682,960 11,416,460 2, 200, 600 16.6 
Utah ............... 50, 778,850 40, 126, 500 10, 651, 790 21.0 
Neva.dn ............. 15, 015, 710 18,275, 620 2,840,090 lfi.O 
ldnho .............. 42, 818,183 So, •186, 868 U,831,815 16.1 
Wnshington ........ 115, 609, 710 99, 810, 510 16, 299, 200 14.1 
orerrou ............. 182, 387 I 514 118, 137, 820 19,199,69'1 14.5 
Ctil lornia .......... 707' 912, 900 68(), 4'14, 960 77,408,000 10.9 

.A.luskn ................. 12, 800 (';{ . 12,800 100.0 
Ho.wail. ................ GO, 029, 956 66, 8<1, 001 3, 545,895 5. 9 

t No titles to lnnd. 

The most noteworthy fact disclosed by this table is 
the high per cent o:f :farm values represented by the 

value of buildings in the North Atlantic division. Tho 
per cent in that division in 1900 was 3!). 3; in the South 
Atlantic, 25.4; in the South Central, 19.8; in the Nol'th 
Central, 17.8; ~n the Western, 12.9; and in Hawaii, 5.9. 
That the percentage::; for the South Atlantic and South 
Central states were greater tluin that :for the North 
Central division is unquestionably clue to the very low 
value of land in the first-mentioned divisions, as shown 
in table xxnr. 

The per cent o:f value in buildings was highest in such 
states as Maine and New Hampshire, where fond rnl
ues have been declining. . In those two sfates the values 
of buildings on forms were 48. 9 and 49.4 per cent, respec
tively, of the total value of farm lands and buildings. 

In tho North Central sttites there are some surprising
percentages. For example, Kansas, a newly settled 
sti•te, reportocl 17.3 per cent of its farm value in build
ings, and Illinois, but 14. 2 per cent; Michig11n had 
27.3 per cent, while Indiana had only 18.3 per cent. 

In 1900 the settlers of Alaska had not secnred titles 
to the land, as there was no legal provision for obtaining 
them, and the only value reported for the farms emun
erutecl was that of buildings and other improvemonts. 
Hence the odd percentage shown :for that territory. 

AVERAGE VALUES OF LAND AND BUILDINGS. 

The 1igul'es of table x:x:rr should J:;e studied in con
nection with those of table xxm, which gives by states 
and territories the number and per cent of farms with 
buildings and the average values of land and lmildings. 

TAnu~ XXIII.-NUMBER OF FARMS AND NUMBEB. AND 
PER CENT OF THOSE WITH BUILDINGS, JUNE 1, 1900, 
WITH .A VERA.GE Y .ALUES OF LAND AND BUILDINGS, 
BY STATES AND TERlUTORIES. 

NUMBER OF FAR~!S, AVERAGE VAJ,UE <ll"-

' --· 
Land, Buildings. 

ST ATES AND TERRI- Per 
TORIES, With cent 

Per Total. builcl· with 
lugs. build· Per Per Per farm 

with ings, farm. acre. ftirm. bulld· 

-----
The United States. Ii, 739, 657 5, 537, 731 96.6 

North .Atl11ntic divi- --------
slon ............... 677,506 666, 832 98,4 

--------
Maine ........... 59, 299 58, 136 98. 0 
New Hampshire. 29, 324 26, 795 98.2 
Vermont .•.. ·--· 33, 104 82, 558 98.4 
Massaclmsetts .•• 87, 715 sg. 18~ 97.3 
Rhocle lsland ... 5, 498 98.2 
Connecticut. .... 26,948 26:507 98.4 
New York ....... 226, 720 223, 831l 98. 7 
New Jersey ...... 34, 660 M,027 98.2 
Pennsylyania .•. 224,248 220,869 98.5 

Son th .Atlantic divi-
eion ............... 962,225 931, 820 96.8 

------~-
Delllw11re •••.••.. 9,687 0,545 98.5 
Maryland ....... 46,012 45,~~~ 98. 6 
Dist. Columbia .. 269 99. 8 
Virginia ••••.••.. 167,886 164,074 97.7 
West Virginia •.. 92, 874 90, 3<12 97. 3 
North Carolina .. 224, 637 217, 744 96. 0 
South Carolina .. 155, 855 148, 864 95. 8 
Georgia .......... 224,691 215, 855 90.1 
Floricl11 .......... 40,814 89,265 96.2 

-----
$2, 285 $15. 59 
-----

2,219 22. 98 

-----
882 7.83 

1,210 9,83 
1,384 9.70 
2,805 27. 62 
2,441 29.46 
1,946 22. 68 
2,481 24.84 
2,695 32.86 
2,566 29. 70 

935 8.03 
-----

2,454 22.29 
2,616 23.28 

36,060 1, 142. 68 
1,195 10.08 
1,446 12. GO 

632 6.24 
6'!2 7.14 
616 5.25 
755 7.06 

--
$G20 
--
1,437 
--

795 
1,181 
1,125 
1,885 
1, 765 
1,669 
1,480 
1,998 
1,440 

319 
~ 

1,101 
1,191 
5,~~ 

307 
235 
174 
199 
244 

lugs. 

--
$643 

----
1,400 

--
811 

1,202 
l,lH 
1,987 
1,797 
1,697 
1,fl05 
2,0\l 5 

2 1,46 

32 9 
-· 

1,11 8 
8 
1 
3 
7 
2 
1 
8 

1,20 
5 89• 0

48 
37 
24 
18 
20 
254 
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TABLE XXIII.-NUMBER OF FARMS AND NUMBER AND 
Pim CENT OF 'l'HOSE WITH BUILDINGS, JUNE 1, moo, 
WITH AVERA.GR VALUES OF LAND AND BULLDINUS, 
llY STATES AND 'l'EIUUTURIES-Continued. 

... - -

NllMBBR Oli' I<'All'MR. AV1Cl\ACrn VALUB 01<'-

STATI>H Alm Timm· 
l'Ol<rnH, 

North Cuntml clivl· 

TotuJ, 

-~----

r 
It 

Pe 
(~CI 

Wlth wit 
lmfl<l- bull 
lugs. Ing 

h 
(]. 

"· 

r,1111<1. 

Per Per 
!11rm. ucr~. 

----·--- ---

BnlhlingH. 

-----
Pm· 

l'or farm 
with !mm, lmiltl-
lngs. 

-·-·-·--- -·-··--·-~ 

sion ............... 2, rnn, f1(i7 2, 120, 726 Otl. ri $:l,ft81 1f2<1. 79 $773 $801 
.. ·---·----· -~-- :=:;...;;::;::-,;::-.:. --

Ohio ............. 270, 71\l 2UH14lH 07. 
Indlttll!t ......... 221, HU? 2H, 721 O!l. 
Ill\noiH .......... !.!tM,lfll 2flfl,:lHft O!l. 
Mfohlg1111 .....•.. !.!O:l,!!tll l!lll,00:1 117. 
WiHoonoln .•••••• mu, 7ur. 100,mm 08. 
:M\llll('HOltt .•..••• lfl:.t, G5U HU,073 oo. 

0 2,{lf>a sa.:m 708 HIH 
8 310UU Bl.81 119·1 718 
0 f>, 7tl2 46.17 ur12 OHli 
4 l!,08,I 2-1.12 782 HOH 
0 3,B!fl ~(). 71 017 oao 
•I a, cno 21. 31 713 7B9 

Iow11 ............ 2~H1 G22 220 1mm OG. 
M\H•ourl ..•.••••• 2H·l, KHO 275,03•1 911. 

5 f1, 'l.1J7 ao. 3f> 1,tma 1,001 
8 214·11 20. •Hi ri21 53\1 

Nnrth Jlt1kot11 ••• 45,:3tl2 •Ja,500 uo. 
Hn11th Jlt1kot11 ... f)~, ti22 00,225 uri. 
Nd1rt1Hlm .•.••••• l!.n.mm 11'1,li37 9·1. 
KnmltH .......... 17!1,ll\)8 11H,2ho U·l. 

l S,H24 11. lfi ftOl fiH•l 
'1 a,M10 0. U2 fi88 Olli 
2 4,0().l rn. 27 750 7111i 
j) 3,07fi 1~. 77 61<1 1178 

Son th Centml 111\•i-
slon ............... l,G_il81 lUli 1, [1H!l,H2U \)Ii, 7 1,002 fi,1ff> \HR 26\l 

···-···-·--··--·- '"" ··--·~···· -- ·.c.~~= . . - -~-
'"' •m 

" .. -~-· . 
Kontnoky ....... 2:H,tlil7 22n. •Hl8 \)(j, 
rl\1 11111..'~Kl!e ........ 22·l,li2t\ 2ir.,rir.o \Iii. 
A1ttl11tm1t .••••••• 2~rn1 220 212.nrit \Jri, 
M \"i"'lftp! ...... 220,HOa 211, 2\1\l ~m. 
LunlHiltlm ....... llfl 1 H1m 110, 7\Hi rnl. 
1
.l'llXllH ........... , H5~1 HlO :l:l2,H10 !M. 
<1kli1honm •...... n2, 1HJfl 110,riori Oli. 
lncl11111'l't!1•rl101')'. ,10,riori 4·1,Hfi7 UH. 
ArimnHns ........ 17H,6U•l 171, \)(l:l llll. 

fi 1,2·11 rn. N 387 '101 
() !mil \1,08 2Hl 2\lil 
2 •M!l 

"· 8'l 
JM lll2 

7 f\20 O, l!O HIH 17ti 
r, 11211 11.74 2HH 301 
ri 1,C.80 •l.70 l!M illll 
H 1,7tH '/,01 21!() 227 
li H01 r.. :m mu 171 
2 flHH o.n2 lOH 17f1 

Wt•stc•rn cllvMnn .... 2<.12, 908 220, 110-1 O·.I. G •1,0:!0 12. 01 m10 720 
---- -·--- ·~~ ------- .. I' lcc··c-··c.--cccc 

-~---~-~ -~-~-·-

M1111t11.rn1 ........ la, B70 1~,878 !Hi. 
\\')'mnlng ....... O,Ollf> fi,'1Hl 88. 
Col111•11cl11 ••.••••. 2·1, 700 2a, na2 95. 
Nt!W Mexico ..... 12,llll 10,HI 82. 
J\l'i7.lllllL ......... 5,800 '1,•HH 70. 
llttlh ............ 10,HH7 lH,22·1 9,1, 
Nev111ln .......... 2,18<1 2, 11113 U4. 
ltltthll ........... 11,.171 10, 71r> or1. 
\Vushinglon ..... n:1,202 a2,222 97. 

3 n,mm .J,•Jfl 700 727 
u 8,H.Jf> 2. HH mo nr.2 
a a, Hfl8 ll. fi•l °'18 OHO 
•1 1,,107 8.BH 290 :m1 
8 !, \lOfi [>.\lO 31)() 50H 
0 2,070 11.75 MO 58•1 
5 0,07U 5.17 1,071 1, J3.l 
7 2,o:n 11. 07 am •JOO 
0 2,11111 11, OH •1!11 /i[)IJ 

01'Pg'Oll ••.•••••• •. ::m,Ha7 B·l,!17<i U7. 
C11\tromi11 ....... 72, f1·l2 00, 267 lirl. 

(\ il, l(i7 11. l!ll fi30 MU 
r. 8,11\10 21. 87 l,O<i8 1, 118 

AlnHlm .............. 12 0 7fl. 
llttwnll .............. 2,~1a 2, 11'1 02. 

0 (1) (I) 1, 007 l,1122 
u \H,Hr10 21. Oil l,fili!f 1,080 

.. 
1 No titll'H to lnrnl. 

\VJ>:STW ARD MOYEMirnT OlP .AGitICULTUlm. 

T1tbles xx1v to xxx inclusive, show for each census 
year since 1850 tlrn per cont which the munbcr of 
farms in cRoh geographic division forms of the total 
number; likewise th<l per cent for ncreagc of farm 
land, and [tereage of improved farm fancl, 1Lnd for the 

' vnluo of the various classes of farm property, reported 
l)y each geographic division. 

TAm,B XXIV.-PER CENT OF 'rI-IE TOTAL NUM.BER OF 
FARMS IN EACH Ol!' THE GEOGH.APHIO DIVISIONS: 
SUMi\1ARY 1850 'l'O moo. 

OEOGRA!'l!JC DIVISIONS, moo 1800 1sso 1s10 1soo 1s;;o ___ .. ________ --------------- --·-
The.United States....... 100.0 100.0 10-0,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

North Atlantic ............... . 
South Atllintic ................. . 
North Ccntml ................ . 
South Centml ................ . 
WcHtcm ... : .................. . 
Al11slm nncl Hnwniil ......... . 

'No rcpOl't prior to 1900, 

11.8 
16.8 
88,S 
28.9 
•l.2 

(~)' 

1'1.•1 17.4 22,6 27.6 33.8 
10.4 16.1 1'1.1 l<i.8 17.1 
42.2 42.3 42.B 37.8 80.2 
23. 8 22. l 19. 2 18.1 18. 4 
8.2 2.1 1.8 1.7 0.5 

2Less thnn one-tenth of 1 per cent. 

The pcreentage of farms rcpol'ting buildings w11s 
gre11ter in the North Atlm1tic states than in 1rny other 
division. 1'he per cent for that division, ,June 1, moo, 
was 08.4; for the South Atbntic, H6.8; North UentrLLl, 
Dli.5; South Central, 05.7; Western, 04.G; 11ncl Haw1iii, 
02. n. The low per cent for Ari201m was due to the lnck 
of reports concerning lmiklings on nrnny Indhin farms, 
and to tbe fact that in this territory H.8 in several 
other W l~stern sfates, the cmrnwrutors did not report 
buildings having no 1•ppreei11blc vnlne, stwh ns sod 
houses or simihw cl wcllings oc0upiod by settfors while 
developing their :far1ns. 

An exmnination of tho 1wcr11gcs given in table xx1u 
furnishes an cxplanu.tion o:f tlm noteworthy percentages 
in some of the North Ccntml 8tates, tci which 1ittention 
has jtu:it been cnllcd. In Illinois the lnnd htts ttn cxm1p
tio1mlly high reported v1iltrn per farm and per acre, while 
tho buildings nrc eqmll in v1tltw to those in the most 
prrn:iperous of tho other stntns. This higher value of 
hind, however, gives 11 lower por ec.mt for buildings 
than .in sfaitos like Krinsns, 'l'onnossoc, and Al!ilmma, 
whore tho land is worth only 0110-third, one-fourth, 
and one-eighth as nuwh, respoctivcly, ns in lllinohi. 

Tho statC\s 1ind tcrritorh\s reporting tho highnst 1wer
agc v1Llnos of lmildingH per :Enrm were the District of 
Colmnhin, $fl,8\H; Nnw .TClrsci.y, $2,0:~5; JH1tsstwhnsctts, 
$1,HBI; Rhodo Island, $1,7\!7; Connectient, $1,(\D7; 
Hn.w1di, $1,G80; Now York, $1,505; 1tnd l'tinm\ylvnniit, 
$1,462. '.l'ho.so with tho lownst 1womgo v11lnC\s W<ll'O 

Al!tlHunn,, $162; Indinn Tnrrltory, $171; Arlcrmsns, $175; 
Mississippi, $170; South Cnrolinn, $181; Goorgin, $208; 

. and Oklahom11, $227. Tho high 1wemgc value of lmikl
ings for the District of Columbia i::i rwcountod for by 
thCl fact that the forms reported include n. hirgo number 
of oxteru;ivoly improvedflori8ts' osfablislunClnts, oJ: which 
a number 111:<l opern,tod hy the Govormncnt-.. 

The South Uentr11l Hinco 18(\0, n.nd vVostern sineo 1850, 
arc tho only divisions in which the number of forms 
increasfid 11t n. more mpid i·nto in on.ch decade thrm tho 
total m1rnber o:f farms in the United StatGH, 1tnd tho 
North Athwtio is tlrn only one in which tho reverse 
condition prcwtilled in 01wh demtdo. From 1850 to 1870 
the number of farms in the North Centrn.1 states in
creased :faster tlmn in tho country HK n. whole. From 
1870 to · 1800 tho mt<l o·f incrmise wn.s pmctimlly the 
same, but in the last decn.clo, owing to the unprecc
dentotl gain in the South Central division, not11bly in 
Texas, Oklahmmi, ancl Indinn Territory, it was less 
than thn.t for the United l::ltiites, hon co the dcerrntHO indi
cated in tho above fable. Tho Sonth Atlantic division 
contained prnctically the s11me per cent of tho total 
number of farms of the country in 1000 as iu 1850. 

The grettt increases since 1850 in the North Ocntml, 
Western, and South Centrnl divisions draw attention to 
the fact that the center of agrioultnre, so far !ts it can 
be measured by the number of farms, has :for the last 
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half century been moving steadily to the West and 
South-westward from 1850 until the close of the Civil 
War, and since then to the South and West. 

In tables xxv and xxvr, more exactly than in table 
xxrv, is shown the actual movement of the center of 
agriculture in the last half century. These show for 
the successive decades the per cent of the total area of 
farm land and of imp1:oved farm land in each of the 
geographic divisions. 

TABLE XXV.-PER CEN'f OF THE ACREAGE OF FARM 
LAND IN EACH OF THE GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: 
SUMMARY 1850 TO moo. 

__ a_1~_oa_n_A_r1_n_c_D_rv_1s_r_oN_s_. _,_1_11_00_ 1800 1880 1870 11860 1850 

The United States....... 100. 0 100. 0 100. O 100. 0 100, o 100. O 
==:-===== 

North .Atlnntio ............... . 7.8 10.0 12. 7 15.4 15.0 18.8 
south Atlnntio ............... . 12.'i l!l. l 18, 9 22. l 26. 2 31.8 
North Cuntml ................ . 37.7 'n.2 38. G 31.1 26.5 21.4 
South Ccntml ............... .. 30.6 25.1 2·1.0 24,,1 20. 2 26.4 
Western ...................... . 11. 2 7.6 4.9 4.0 3.1 1. 6 
Alitslm and Hawaii' ........ .. 0.3 ........... ........ ........ ......... .......... 

'No report prior to 1900. 

TABLE XXVI.-PER CENT OF THE TOTAL ACREAGE OF 
IMPIWVED FARM LAND IN EACH 01? '£HE GEOGRAPHIC 
DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1850 TO 1900. 

GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 11)00 18110 1880 1870 18-00 1860 

----·----------1--- ------------ ---
'.l'he Uniterl Stttlcs....... 100. O 100, O 100. O 100. O 100. o 100, o 

North Atlantic ............... . 
South Atlantic .............. .. 
North Contrnl ............... .. 
Srmth Contrnl ............... .. 
Westcl'll ...................... . 
Alasim mid lfowaitt ........ .. 

9.'1 11.9 10.3 21.8 23.9 30.0 
11.1 11. 7 12. 7 16, 0 21.-1 20. G 
fl3. 6 fil. 5 48. 0 '11. 5 32.1 28. 6 
19.3 1s.& 17.5 10.>t 20.4 rn.u· 

6.f> 6.'l 6.5 4 .. 8 2,2 0.3 
0.1 ....................................... . 

l No i•cport rn·lor to 1900. 

The changes here shown :for the North Atlantic divi
sion are of the same geneml character as those treated 
at length in the discussion of the preceding table. The 
increases in total and improved acreage since 1850 lrnve 
1)een so slight that their percentages to such areas :for 
the country as a whole, form decreasing series. In 
1850 the per cent of the tot11l acreage reported by this 
division was 18. 8, and that of the farm land improved, 
30.0, while in 1900 it was 7.8 and 9.4, respectively. 
In 1850 the North Central st11tes contained 21.4 per 
cent of all land in farms and 23.6 per cent of the 
farm land improved; in 1900 they had 37.7 per cent 
of the former and 53.6 per cent of the fatter. In this 
division the per cent of farm land improved increased 
::ite11dily from 1850 to 1900, and that of all farm land 
until 1890. 

The South Atlantic states show decreases almost 
us marked as those shown for the North Atlantic states. 
In 1850 this division contained 31.8 per cent of all 
farm land and 26. 6 per cent of all farm land improved, 

while in 1900 it reported but 1,2.4 and 11.1 per cent, 
respectively. 

The Western division showed a very marked increase 
in its rela~ive area of farm land, and also in that of farm 
land improved, the former increasing from 1.6 to 11.2 
per cent, and the latter from 0.3 to 6.5 per cent. 

The South Central division suffered severely from 
the Civil War, and the gain since 1870 barely sufficed 
to give it the same relative position in 1900 as it had 
fifty years before. In 1850 it reported 19. 5 per cent 
and in 1900, 19.S per cent of the farm land improved, 
but the per cent of the total area of farm land increased 
from 26.4 in 1850 to 30.6 in 1900. 

Tlie per cent of the total value of farm property con
tained in each geographic division of the country is 
shown in table xxvrr for each census year since 1850. 
Table xxvnr gives corresvouding' data for the value of 
farm land with improvements, table xxrx, for that of 
implements and machinery, and table xxx, for that 
of live stock. 

TABLE XXVII.-PER OENT OF THE TOTAL VALUE OF 
FARM PROPERTY IN EACH OF THE GEOGRAPHIC 
DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1850 TO 1900. 

GEOGRAPHTG DIVISIONS, 1900 lSUO 1880 1870 18110 181)0 

----------1------------ ------
The Unltecl States ....... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

----------- --~-.w . .,~ 
North Atlantic ................ 14A 18.5 26. 2 33.0 30,8 '12.li 
Sout11 Atlnutic ................ 7.1 8.3 8. 6 8.3 lfl.1 17.8 
North Centrnl. ................ 66.1 53.0 50. 2 45. 9 81. 6 23.0 
South Ceutrnl ................. 13.7 11. 7 10. 6 10.1 ~1. 0 10.3 
Western ....................... 8.3 8.5 4.'1 2. 7 1. f.I 0.-1 
Ala•kn, and H1tw11i!1 .......... 0.4 .......... ........ ........ ~ ....... ..... ~ .. 

'No report prior to 1900. 

TADLE XXVIII.-PER CENT OF THE TOTAL VALUE OF 
FAHM LAND AND BUILDINGS IN EACH OF THE GEO
GRAPHIC DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1850 TO 1900. 

C!EOGltAPIIIC DIYIS!ONS, 1000 1800 '1880 1870 18(10 1850 __________ , ___ ---------------
'l'he United States ....... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 

------ ----------- ---
North At1antic ................ 14.9 19.1 27.5 33. 9 31. 9 ,14. 5 
South Atlantic ................ 7.2 8.6 8.8 8.2 15,2 17. 6 
North Centml ................. 57.3 63. 2 50.3 40.4 82.0 23. 0 
South Centml ................. 12.4 10.8 9.6 9.1 19.8 B.6 
Western ....................... 7.8 8.3 3.8 2.4 1.1 o.s 
.Alaska and Hawaii! ........... 0.4 ........ .......... ......... . ......... ......... 

l No report prior to 1900. 

TAm,E XXIX.-PER CENT OF THE TOTAL VALUE OF 
FARM IMPLEMENTS AND MACHINERY IN EACH OF• 
THE GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1850 TO moo. 

GEOGI1Al'Ul0 DIVISIONS. 1000 1800 1880 1870 1860 1850 

----------1---1----------
The United States ....... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 wo.o 100.0 

--= ------ =;:;;:;;;: 

N01'th Atlantic ................ 20.1 23. 7 26.3 33.1 so.o an. 7 
So nth Atlantic ................ 7.0 7.4 7,6 7, ,1 13.8 lG.3 
North Central. ................ 47.8 51. 0 50. 7 45.6 29.6 23.5 
South Central ................. 16. 6 11. 8 11. 5 11.0 2<1, g 2·1.2 
Western ....................... 7.0 6. 1 8.9 2.9 1. 7 0.3 
.Aluskn and Hawaii• .......... 1.5 ········ ········ ········ ········ ............... 

1 No report prior to 1300. 
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TABLE XXX.-PER CENT OF 'rHE TOTAL VALUE OF 
LIVE STOCK ON FARMS IN EACH OF THE GEOGRAPHIC 
DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1850 TO 1900. 

OEOClRAl'l!IC DIVISIONS. lUOO 18UO 1880 1870 1860 1850 _________ , ___ ---------------
The U!\!ted States....... 100. O 100. o 100. O 100. O 100. 0 100. O 

North Atlantic •..•..•••....... 
Houlh Atlantic .......•••...... 
North Ccntr11l ................ . 
Sou th Oen tr11l ................ . 
Western ...................... . 
Alaska and Ha waiil ..•...•... 

10.4 18. 0 18.1 26. 9 23. 7 32. s 
0.3 7.0 8,3 9.0 lf>.1 19.B 

51. 3 fil.8 49.0 43.-1 29.4 23.•l 
20.0 17.0 lll.6 16,1 27.3 23.7 
11. 9 10. 6 8. 0 •1. 0 4. 6 1, 3 
0.1 ....................................... . 

1 No report prior to moo. 

For the North Atlantic division the four tables show 
movements of the same general chamcter, the only 
break in an uninterrupted series of decrensing percent
ages from 1850 to moo being in 18'70, when the per
centages were higher than in 1860. This was clue to 
the great decrease of farm values in the South, the 
losses there being suflieient to ofrsot the dccrenHing 
import1111ce of the North Atlantic stn.teB in the hgrieul
ture of the country. The extent 0£ the changes between 
1850 and 1900 in tho rclittivc farm wealth of the North 
Atlantic division is indicated in table xxvu. Iu 1850 
that division contltincd 42. 5 per cent of tho vttluo of all 
form property, while in 1900 it confoined hut 14A per 
cent. 

'.rhc W estem ttncl North Centml diviHions showed 
general increases in farm values in excess of those for 
the other diviRions of the country. The per cent o:f 
the total value of form property contained in the North 
Central states increased from .23. 0 in 1850 to 56. l in 
HlOO. From 1890 to 1UOO the per cent 0£ total Janel 
value increased, while that 0£ live stock and that of 
implements showed tt slight decline. 'fhe per cent of 
the values of all farm property in the ·western division 
increased from 0.4 in 1850 to 8.3 in 1900; that of the 
value of implements n.ncl nmchinery increLtsecl steadily 
after 1850, but that of land vt1lnes showed a slight de
crease from 1890 to 1900. Attention htts already been 
called to the exceptional movement 0£ land values pre
ceding this change. 

The form property of the South Central division con
stituted 21.0 pct· cent 0£ the tot11l in 1860; but, for tho 
reasons heretofore st!ited, fell to 10.1 per cent in 18'70. 
The corresponding pcrcentngos in the South A thmtic 
division were 15.1 in 18GO and 8. 3 in 18'70. Since 1870 
the South Central division has made contfnued progrmis, 
its farm values increasing relatively faster tlmn for the 
United States. The movements 0£ relative values in the 
South Atlantic di.vision, on the other himd, show no 
regularity since 18'70. In that ymir it contained 8. 3 
per cent of the value of an farm property in the 
country; in 1880, 8.6 per cent; in 1890, 8.3 per cent; 
and in 1900, only 7.1 per cent. 

The variations 0£ the values of farm land, of imple
ments and machinery, and of live stock, as indicated by 
the percentages of tables xxvnr, xx1x, and xxx, re-

spectively, are substantially the same for the South 
Atlantic and South Central states as those shown in 
table xxvn for all fa.rm property. 

METHODS OF DE'.rERMINING OENTERS AND l\CEDIAN POINTS. 

The center of areaof any country or any subdivision 
thereof is the point which coincides with its center of 
gmvi.ty, each unit of area having the same weight. 
The median point of tlmt area is the point of intersec
tion of the line dividing it equally east and \vest with 
the line dividing it equn.lly north 1md south. In the 
ct1se of t1n n.rea which is symmetrically disposed 
with respect to these dividing lines, such llH one form
ing a regular geometric figure, the meclhin point co
incides with the center of area. In countrie::i having 
very irreguliir boundiirics, however, there often exists 
It considerable diff crencll between tho location 0£ the two 
points, the extent 0£ the difference depending upon the 
po::;ition of the outlying ptirts of the territory with 
reference to tho lines whose intersection determinos the 
medittn point. Subject to the smnc geueml conditions 
the medhm point of tho number of forms, of the num
ber of 1tcros of farm land, or of nny other ngricultnral 
sttttistical unit mn.y pmcticnlly coincide with, 01· nmy 
8how considernblo variation from tho centnr of the 
8a1ne unit. 

In ciilcnlating the ecntor nnd median point of the 
number of :forms in tho United States 11.t any time, it is 
m;surned tlutt ellch :form has the same weight. In order 
tlrnt the results :for 1900 might 1)e compltl'ltble with 
those 0btainecl for prececling census years, tho ftu'ms 0£ 
Ahtslm and Hawaii were omitted in making the calcula
ticms. 'l'he method used in finding the center is, in 
brief, as :follows: 

The number of :farms in a given censuH yem· was first 
distrilmtcd by ''square degrees," iis tho !treas included 
between consecutive mericlinns ancl pu.mllols luwe boon 
dosig·rnttcd. The number of farms in en.eh Rq1mro de
gree wits assumed to lie lomted at its center, except in 
cltses where this assumption was manHostly untrue, as, 
:forinstancc, whore it pu.rtof n.Hquarc degree was occnpiod 
by tt fo.rge body of water, 11 desert, or a mountain rang·e. 
In these c11Hes the lomition of the numbor of forms for 
the square degree wtis estimated tts ncn.rly n.s po8!:liblc. 
The number of farms in each square clogroe wn.8 then 
multipl1ecl by the mericlin.n clistance from tho center 
thus found to an nssnmecl parallel o:f lntitucle ehosen 
for convenience near tho latitude of tho et~nter to he 
clct()rminecl (in this mtlculation 40° north), ttnd t,l1e s"i1ms 
of the products or moments north 1tncl south of tbnt 
pamllel were obtained. Th0ir c1i:ffc1·ence clivitlod by the 
total number of farms in the country gave, its u. distttnco 
frml_l the rtsstuned parallel, the latitude of the centol' of 
forms. In a similar manner the cast ancl west moments 
were obtained by the use of an assumed meddittn (n0° 
west of Greenwich in this compnto.tion) and from them 
the longitude of the center wo.s calculated. 
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On Plate 1 is given a map showing in detail the 
changes in the centers of agriculture and manufacture 
from 1850 to 1900, and in the case of population, from 
1790 to 1900. 

On Plate 2 is given a map of the United States showing 
the division of the states into five geogmphic divisions: 
The North Atlantic, South Atfantic, North Central, 
South Centml, and Western. This map gives also the 
locution, in 1900, of the center of the number of 
farms, of the !tcl'es of farm hmd, of the acres of farm 
land improved, of the total value of form property, of 
the production of corn, wheat, f)Uts, rye, barley, buck
wheat, and cotton, together with the center of land area, 
of population, and of manufactures. 

POSITION 01!' OENTERS AND MEDIAN POlN'.1.'S, 

It is believed that the following tables are more de
scriptive of the facts which they depict than any narra
~ion that can be put in type concerning them. 

'fAnLll XXXI.-POSITION OF THE CENTER OF POPUJJA
TION, OF THE NUMBER OF FARMS, ACRES OF FARM 
LAND, VALUE OF FARM PROPEH'fY, INVESTMENTS 
IN MANUFAO'.l'URES, AND THE PIWDUOTION OF CORN, 
Wl-IEAT, .AND OA'rS: 1850 TO moo. 

CENSUS 
YEAH.. 

1000 •.•.•... 
18UO ...... .. 
1880 •.•••••• 

1870 ...... .. 

moo ....... . 
1!!50 •••••••• 

1900 •••••••. 

1890 ..•.••.. 

1880 ••••.... 

1870 •••..•.• 

1860 •....••. 

1850 ••••.... 

1900 •.•.•.•. 

1890 ...•.•.• 

1880 •.....•. 

1870 ••••.... 

1860 ...... .. 

1850 ....... . 

A.-I'Ol'UJ,ATION, 

·---==-~=-=========== 

North I West Approximate loeatlon by importrmt 
hitl~mlc, __ '._m_1g-'i-t1_u_1_c_. -ii-------to_\_v1_1s_. _____ _ 

o ' II 
39 9 (j 
U9 11 9 
89 1 1 

39 12 00 

39 00 4 
38 59 00 

38 17 00 

38 38 21 

38 ·18 30 

39 11 18 

39 29 38 

89 1'1 M 

0 I II 

85 1~ 9 
85 32 9 
81 39 7 

HS 35 

82 •18 8 
81 lll 00 

o miles southettst of Colnmbtrn, Ind. 
20 miles cnst or Columbus, Im!. 
8 miles west by south of Cin()illlml!, 

Ohio, 
•18 miles citst by north or Clnuinnatl, 

Ohio. 
20 miles south of Chlll!~othc, Ohio, 
23 miles sonthc11st or 1'1trkcrshurg In 

tho present stlltll of vYt1st Vlrglnl11. 

R.-NUMBER OF FARMS. 

ss 12 ao 

80 H •16 

84 2·1 30 

8ll M •H 

88 62 36 

81 43 38 

no mllcs ciist by south of St. Louis, 
Mo., in Wayne county, Ill. 

82 milcH sollth by west of Inclimrnp
olis, In Wnshlngton county, Ind. 

21 miles south by cnst of Cincinnati, 
Ohlo, ln Km1tun county Ky. 

31 miles cl1st-northe11st of Cmcinnati, 
Jn Brown county, Olllo. 

42 miler 10rtheust of Clncinnllti, in 
Clin to •. Jaunty, Ohio. " , 

10 miles south of west of Pnrkcrsbmg, 
W. Va., in Athens county, Ohio. 

C.-ACRilS OF FARM LAND, 

88 11 36 

88 68 22 

38 8 28 

38 rn 
37 41 

87 26 20 

92 50 19. •18 mlles soutl1wcst of Jefferson City, 
in Cumtlcn county, llfo. 

90 11 M 25 miles north by eC1st of St. Louis, l\fo,, 
in Mndison county, Ill. 

88 2 43 125 miles cast-southeast of St. Louis, 
Mo., in White; <Wtmty, JU, 

86 3'1 17 50 miles cnst by north of Evnusville, 
ln Perry county, Ind. 

85 54 30 40 miles s011th by west of Louisville, 
iu Hardin county, Kl'· 

83 36 22 125 miles southeast by south of Clncin
uati, Ohio, in Breathitt county, Ky. 

I 

TABLE XXXI.-POSITION OF THE CENTER OF POPULA~ 
TION, OF THE NUMBEH. OF FARMS, ACRES OF FARM: 
LAND, VALUE OF FARM PROPERTY, INVESTMENT5 
IN MANUFACTURES, AND THE PRODUCTION OF CORN, 
WHEAT, AND OATS: 1850 to 1900-Continncd. 

CENSUS 
YEA!\. 

1900 •....... 

1890 ••••••.• 

1880 ..•.•.•. 

1870 ••••.•.. 

1860 •••••.•. 

1850 ........ 

1900 ••••..•. 

1890 .••••••• 

1880 ••••••• ; 
1870 •••••••• 
1860 ••••..•• 
1850 •••••.•. 

1900 ...•.... 
1890 ••••.••• 
1880 •••••.•• 
1870 ••..•.•. 
1860 ....... . 

1850 ...•..•. 

1900 •••••.•. 
1890 ....... . 

1880 .•••.••• 
1870 ...•.... 
1860 ..••..•• 

1850 ...•.••. 

1900 ..•..•.. 
1890 ..••.••• 
1880 •••••••• 

1870 ..•..••. 

1860 ..•....• 
1850 .•••.•.• 

D.-VALUE OF FARM PROPEWrY. 
·---· -·-

North West Approximntc locntion by importm1t 
lntltudc. longitude. towns. 

·------
0 I If 0 ' II 

30 57 48 90 21 35 39 miles west-northwest of Springfield, 
in Cnss county, Ill. 

30 58 <t 89 2 15 3,1 miles c11st-11ortheast of Springfield, 
in Mncon, county, Ill. 

40 8 26 85 <H •16 33 miles northeast of Indln1111polis, i 
l\Iudison county, Ind. 

•10 15 2 83 51 8 44 miles west-northwest of Columbus, 

n 

38 55 39 83 13 39 
Ohio. 

66 miles south of cust of Cincinnati, 
in Pike county Ohio. 

39 25 53 80 28 33 61 miles south of cast of Pttrkcrsburg 
in Hurrison County, W. Vn. 

E.-INVESTMENTS IN :MANUFACTUHES. 

40 30 36 

40 •12 22 

40 50 9 
•JO 47 13 
40 33 1 
•10 41 42 

82 1~ 7 

81 32 37 

79 53 00 
79 25 85 
79 18 50 
77 25 9 

69 miles south-southwest of Clovclrmd, 
Ohio. 

51 miles south lly cust of Clowlancl, 
Ohio. 

80 miles north of I'ittslrnrg, I'll. 
43 miles northcust of Pittsburg, I'll. 
B5 miles due enst of Plttsbmg, l'tt. 
05 miles northwest o.f Iforrlsburg, Pa. 

F.-PRODUm'ION OF CORN. 

39 10 83 
89 1G 57 
39 28 12 
38 •17 18 
38 1 M 

39 1·1 M 

90 27 6 
90 2G •19 
89 7 43 
87 14 15 
86 29 •1 

81 43 38 

M miles southwest of Sprlngflclcl, Ill. 
55 miles southwest of Sp1·\ng!lel<1, Ill. 
36 miles scmthc11st of Sprlnglklcll Ill. 
90rnllessonthwcstof Indlanllpol s,Incl. 
•17 miles wcst-snutlnvcst of New Al-

bttn)', lncl. 
86 miles cnst-southc11st of Columbus, 

Ohio. 

G.-l'IWDUCTION OF WHEAT. 

•11 39 19 
39 33 53 

40 36 14 
•10 39 17 
39 59 1)9 

·10 14 18 

9.1 59 23 
93 9 18 

90 30 46 
88 •18 110 
86 1 38 

81 68 ,19 

70 mlles west of Des :Moines, Iowa. 
ms miles son th by eust of Des Moine~~. 

Imm. (In Mlssnnrl.) 
69 miles northwest of Sprlngtleld, Ill. 
82 miles 110rthcast of Springllelc1, Ill. 
18 miles north lly c11st of Inc1ilmapolls, 

Incl. 
57 miles enst-northcnst of Columbus, 

Ohio. 

H.-PRODUCTION OF o,\2-'g· 

41 39 lh 
41 10 43 
•ll 2 43 

40 59 13 

41 GO 38 
39 43 22 

91 8 11 
89 46 52 
87 13 37 

85 42 46 

81 2 5 
81 85 29 

58 miles north of llnrllngtnn, Iow11. 
39 miles north-nortliensi of l'corlll, Ill. 
62 miles sonth·southeast of Chicago, 

Ill. (In Indllln11.) 
30 mlles west by south of Fort Wllyne, 

Ind. 
•lg mileH sontheust of Cleveland, Olilo. 
80 miles east by south of Columbus, 

Ohio. 

TABLE XXXII.-POSITION OF THE MEDIAN POINT OF 
·THE NUMBER OF FARMS, ACRES OF FARM LAND, 
AND THE PRODUCTION OF CEREALS, CORN, WHEAT, 
OATS, AND COTTON: 1850 TO 1900. 

A.-NUMBER OF FARMS. 

CENSUS North West Approximlltc locution by lmportun t 
YEAR. latitude. longiLUclc. towns. 

0 I II 0 , II 

1900 •.••••.• 38 31 •JS 87 35 31 39 miles north of Evnnsvlllc, Jn Knox 
county, Ind. 

1890 •.•. - .. - 39 12 4 86 46 30 53 miles southwest of Incli11111tpolis, 

1880 .••.•••• 39 24 •11 85 42 
in Owen county, Ind. 

5G 27 miles southeust of Indianllpolls, 

30 52 29 85 5 36 
in Johnson county, Ind. 

1870 ......•. 57 miles eust by north of I1idianiipollR, 

1850 •.•.•••• 40 7 11 88 47 45 
in Wllyne county, Incl. 

42 miles west by north of Columbus, 

$9 53 59 4 
in Champulgu countr,, Ohio. 

lS50 •••••••• 82 39 52 miles east by sout 1 of Columbus, 
in Muskingum county, Ohio, 

' 
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TABLE XXXII.-POSITION OF nrn MEDIAN POINT OF 
THE. NUMBER OF FARMS, ACRES OF FAHM LAND, 
AND 'rHE PRODUCTION OF CEHEALS, CORN, WHEA'.r, 
OA'rS, AND COTTON: 1850 TO 1000-Continuecl. 

B.-ACHES OF ALI, l'ARM LAND. 

CENSUS 
YEAR, 

North West Approximntc loc1ttion h;1' import.int 
latitnrlc. longitude, towns. 

o 1 II 

1900.. .. • . . • 38 28 19. 2 

1890...... .• 88 51 •18 

18M...... .. 38 •11 59 

1870. . .. • .. . 38 32 48 

1860.. .. • • • • 37 36 22 

1850. . • • . • .. 37 34 21 

0 I II 

92 57 2f> 45milcswcstbysouthofJetrorsonC!t)', 
in Morgm1 crmnty, Mo. 

89 18 •12 U7 miles imuthcttst by south ol Spring-. 
llchl, in F11yettc county Ill. 

87 11 24 MmileH north-northc11st o/ Evn.trnville, 
in Ditvicss countv, Incl. 

85 25 11 36 miles nprlhcnst ol Louisville, in 
Hmny cimmty, Ky. 

3,1 r.o 35 GR miles scmthcnst ol Louisville, in 
Hoyle county, Ky. · 

83 32 150 miles cnst-~ontheitst o! r,ouisvlllo, 
in llrctithltt couut;y, Ky, 

C.-ACRl'S OF IMPROVED PARM LAND. 

1000.. •• .. .. 30 49 ·18. 36 oo sa 58. a 48 miles woHt of Springl1olc1, ln :Mor
gm1 county, Ill. 

1890........ 30 17 20 89 27 27 9 mileR cnst of Springlk11<1, In R1tngtt
mon ccmnty, l!!. 

1880. .. • • .. • 30 •19 87 20 12 GO miles WOHL of In11lcmnpnlls, in Ver
milion connty, !nil. 

1870........ B9 50 40 M f>O 29 62 miles CllHt nf In1ll1t1mp111!s, ln Wtt)"IHl 
c1ounty, Incl. 

18GO..... ... 39 22 uB 83 n 17 47 milc!s cttHt•norLlwnHt of Clrrn!mmll, 
in Clinton emmly, Ohio, 

1850. • • • • .. . 39 15 5:l 81 2•1 fi8 7 milcis e1tsl. hy south of l'arkcrMlmrg, 
in Woori cmmty, W. Vn. 

n.-l'lWDUCTION 01!' cmmALS. 

----,.----.,..------,7----------------
moo ....... . 
1800 ....... . 

1880 ....... . 

1870 ...... .. 

1800 ...... .. 

1850 ...... .. 

40 36 li2 

40 20 

40 17 36 

,JO •1 16 

39 28 li5 

~9 G 17 

01 37 •H 

01 12 58 

80 18 50 

87 23 50 

16 miles no1'Lhwcst of Kcolmlt, in Loo 
county, Inw1i. 

33 miles nort!1·northci1st ol Ctu!ucy, in 
Hnnc~ol\k c1mmty, Ill. 

(i3 milc!s north-no1•thcmst ol Sp1•Jng0olc1, 
Jn I,ognn county, Ill. 

75 mll!l~ west by north or Incli1tnnpoliH, 
In Fo11nt1tin timmty, Ind. 

•JO miles southonst or Ind!1mnp"lls, in 
R11Hh county, Ind. 

20 rn!!cs cttst o! Oinclnn1tU, in Cler· 
mont cmmty, Ohio. 

E.-PRODUCTION 010 CORN. 

1900 ........ 40 2 28 

1890 ........ 39 5o1 80 
1880. ··- .... 40 00 17 

1870 ........ 39 25 50 

1800 ........ 88 50 1 
1850 ........ 88 17 17 

91 00 

01 41 
80 38 

87 ·10 

80 8•1 
85 13 

00 

45 
1fl 

9 

23 
27 

23 mlks e1tHt-11nrLhcnst or Q,nincy, Ill. 
lfi miles WCHt hy SOlllh or QU!llC'.)', Ill. 

(In MIHH011l'I,) 
10 miles north of Springllel!l, lll. 
15 mllcs WllHt by HllUth of 'l'crrn Ifontt\ 

Ind. (In Illinois.) 
00 milt!R soutll-sonlhwcst of lndlnnnpn

lis, lnd. 
27 miles cmHt or Louisville, Ky. 

F.-PRODUCTION OP WHBA'.l'. 

1900.. ...... 41 10 51 

1890........ 40 18 15 

1880........ 40 20 15 

1870........ ,JO 30 fJG 

1800........ 40 3 19 

1850........ 40 23 50 

1900 ....... . 

1890 ..•••... 

1880 ....... . 

1870 ...... .. 
1860 ....... . 

1850 ....... . 

•12 6 

41 24 80 

41 25 28 

41 a 20 
41 12 1 

40 23 80 

95 30 30 lOG miles west by north ol Des 
Moines, Iown. 

91 •l3 9 123 mll~.q north by cnst or Jctrurson 
City, Uo. 

88 41 11 53 miles northcnst hy cnst ol Spring
field 111. 

87 58 30 105 mi\cis northcnst by erist of Spl'htg
fieW, rn. 

85 32 15 40 miles c11st-northcnst ol Ind!t1mtpolls, 
Intl. 

81 2 22 7 miles north of C1trlfz, Ohio. 

G.-PIWDUCTION OF OATS. 

89 ,12 42 

90 19 21 

88 2'1 26 

8!i 1 38 
79 •H S3 

01 miles northeast by cnst of Roc!t 
I~l1tnd, Ill. 

26 mllessouth·southcMt of Rock Isl1tnd, 
Ill. 5\W'.les southwest bywcst of Chicugo, 

G miles enst of l~ort Wtiyne, Ind. 
52 m!lcs north by cast or Pittsburg, 

I'n, 
80 •10 28 miles west by south of Pittsburg, 

Pa. 

·rAIILl~ XXXII.-POSITION OF 'Urn MEDIAN POINT OF 
THE NUl\tUU.c~H OF FARMS, ACRES OF FAH!VI I,AND, 
AND THE :PIWDUOTION OF CEREALS, COitN, WHEATi 
OA'l'S, AND COTTON: 1850 TO HlOO-Continued. 

II.-I'IWDUC'l'ION mr UO'l'TON. 

C!INSUS 
YEAR, 

North Wc•Ht Apprllxlnmtu lmmtlon hy im11ortnut 
llttitudc, longitude. tow1rn. 

0 // 

1000........ ll2 [17 ;JO 

lHUO........ 113 00 J.1 

1sRo........ aa 21 2 
1870...... .. :12 fr1 21 

18l10.. .. • • • . B2 •17 U·l 
I 

lRf>(l. ....... 3B O ml 

o II 

IJO 18 12 

RU 3G fi5 

~o 7 1 
80 ·1 fill 

:ll miles north hy W(•st of Jnl\ltson, 
Miss. 

r,7 ml!es nortlwnst hy north ol Jnok
son Ml!<!<. 

92 miles northcn"t ol .focl<son, Mllis, 
N mllcH northcnst by CUHt of .Tnebon, 

Mh;q, 
RH 50 II 78 miles cnst·nort!H•ttst of Jnekson, 

MlHH, 
87 1 IH 28A~~tl,le~ soulhweHt. of llll'minglmm, 

----------'--------·-···------···------------
All the vn,rious social and inrlnstrfol elrnngcs of tho 

lm;t hn,Jf century chl'oniclcd in the :foregoing tttbles 
have some fcntnros in common. The eontor of the 
number O"t ·farms, tluit of t.lHi v11luo of farm prop
!\rty, 'nud thu.t of the vn.lno of tlrn prodncfa of m11n
nf1wtnres luwc ltll movotl westward for 11 contnry. 
'L'he movmnent crf tho ccmtor of population lms been 
iilmost due west, inclining 11. very lit~le to tlHi north; so 
1tlso lmH tho movmnent o:f tho contor o:f valtu• of rnann
foctnrcd proclnets. In ttgricnlt.urn tho movem(\JltH iire 
different. Tho center of tho nnmhtir of fnrm!-1 moved 
wm;t from 1850 to 1800, n,nd thN'(•tiftm· rnovml mn1tinu
onsly to tho sontlnvoHt, :fol'ming· rm are instead of n 
1:itmight lino, The snnthwiml 111ov1mH~nt hi duo lnrgoly 
to the 0:iuhdivision of the old pl1mt1itionH of th(\ South 
into snmll holdings, it ehnngo which httH hmm going on 
eontinnomily ::dnce 1800 .. 

The eentor of tho muuher of iwres o:r form lnnd 
moved nOTth from 1850 to 18\10 nncl thon sho1Ved n. 
sonthwnrd tendency, re:llect.ing tlrn 1tdclition of greiit 
ttreas of form ]1incl in Textis, Indhin Territory, nnd 
Okfohoma. · 

The center of tho v1ilnc1 of fnnn property moved 
sonthwn.rd before tho w11r, then movNl northwnrd, 
rdfocting tho de:,;trnctivo results of that conJ!ict. upon 
Souther .. 1 farm vnlnes. It later reimmod n. sonthwnrcl 
trend, though only to n 1imitnd extent. The west
ward i:novmmmt of the center of production of corn 
has tlnctuatocl somewlrnt from decaclc to docn,do bet.wocm 
north and south, but, on the whole, has.shown tt tend
ency to move due wo1-3tward with population. The 
movement in wheat has shown simih1r inclination, but 
that in mits has exhibited a nmrkccl tendency toward 
the north along wi.th its wost.ward course. 

The center of the number of farms has moved fart.her 
westward thnn tho cen tor of popuhttion, so a1so has 
every other ng·riculturnl center, ns well us the center of 
manufactures. The greatest westward movement has 
been that of wheat--13° 00' 34", or more than twice thnt 
of population <?l' of manufactures nnd nen.rly twice that 
or tho number of farms. 

The position o:f the center of gross farm income was 
calculated for the year 1899 only, as the reports o:f the 
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value of farm products for the preceding census years 
were so unreliable as to make calculations of centers 
for those years of little practical value. The center of 
the value of farm products is computed upon the values 
of the products not fed to live stock, thus .giving an 
exhibit of the center of gross farm income. This cen
ter was located at 39° 18' 4 7" north latitude, and 90° 
33' 10" west longitude, in Greene county, Ill., about 
50. miles north-northwest of St. Louis. This is farther 
north than the center' of the number of farms or of the 
ac1·es of farm land, but a little south of the center of 
the area of improved farm land, and of that of the pro
duction of corn, wheat, and oats. The value of the 
cotton produced in the Southern states brings the cen
te1· of gross farm income l::louth of that of the combined 
cereals, which is locftted west of the center of the num
ber of farms, but east .of that of the acres of farm land. 

The position of the center of improved acreage was 
calculated for the year 1900 only. This center was 

located at 39° 26' 20" north latitude, and 90° 39' 20" 
west longitude, in Greene county, Ill., 60 miles north
northwest of St. Louis. This is a little to the south and 
to the west of ~he median point, as shown in table xxxn. 

The latitude of the center of cotton production, also, 
was calculated for the year 1900 only, and Wtts found to 
be 32° 55' 14" north, or only a little more than 2' distant 
from the median point, as shown in table xxxu. Its 
longitude was 89° 49' 25" west, which differs 11bout 29' 
from that of the median point. The approximate loca
tion of this center was in Holmes county, 45 miles 
north-northeast frqmJackson, Mississippi. 

The movements of the median point, given in table 
xxxn, exhibit in a general way the same characteristics 
as those of the centers shown in table xxxr. The varia
tions are of more interest to the mathematician than to 
the student of economics, 11nd will receive no further 
consideration in this discussion. 

CLASSIFICATION OF FARMS. 

CLASSIFIOATION BY AREA. 

. The census of 1860 was the first to adopt 11ny classifi
cation of farms other than by geographic locatiot1. 
That census divided farms into seven groups by area of 
improved farm land. The same classification was used in 
1870, but the census of 1880 and that of 1800 employed 
a classification of farms by area of all farm land, which 
was used, with slight modificn.tio1{, in 1900. As adopted 
in 1880 it provided for eight classes with areas in acres as 
follows: Under 3, 3 and under 10, 10 and under 20, 20 
and under 50, 50 and under 100, 100 and under 500, 500 
and under 1,000, and 1,000 and over. In 1890 the first 
and second classes were consoli<l.n;ted and reported under 
th.e one head, "under 10 acres." -

The popular objection to the classification used in 
1880 and 1890 was that the class containing 100 and less 
than 500 acres was too hirge. To meet this objection 
the census of moo divided :forms containing £.om 100 
to 500 acres into three classes. 'l'he first of these con
tains farms of 100 and less thn.n 175 acres, and was 
designed to include all far1;ns in the West that are pop
ularly said to, contain a quarter section of land. A 
quarter section in most cases contains 160 acres, but 
along the boundary of some townships it often includes 
several acres more. The second subgroup contains 
from 17 5 to 260 acres, and the third from 260 to 500 
acres. The group with 175 to 260 acres contains all 
farms comprising :five or six 40-acre tracts, or ''quarter
quarters," as they are designated. in the land descrip
tions of the more recently settled portions of the West 
and South. The group with 260 to 500 acres contains all 
farms of a half section, of which there are consid
erable numbers in the w estem states and territories. 
The census of 1900 classified farms contu.ining less than 

3 acres as a separate group, as was done in 1880. The 
elassificf1tion adopted by the census of 1860 and that of 
1870 being by improved. farm land, and that of 1880 
1890, and 1900 by total farm area, no trustworthy com
parison can be made between the figures of 1900 and 
those of census years prior to 1880. 

CLASSIFICATION BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME. 

In nddition to the grouping of farms by area and 
by tenure, the census of 1900 also groups them accord
ing to the principal source of income, its follows: Hay 
and grain, vegetables, fruits, live stock, dairy produce, 
tobacco, cotton, rice, sugar, flowers and plants, nursery 
products, taro, coffee, and miscellaneous. The basis for 
this classification is the value of the specified crops or 
products of 1899. If the value of the hay and grain 
raised on any farm exceeded that of n.ny other crop 
and constituted at least 40 per cent of tho value of the 
products not fed. to live stock, the farm was designated 
a '' hn.y and grain" farm. If vegetables were the lead
ing crop, constituting 40 per cent of the value of all 
products, the farm was designated a "vegetable" farm. 
The farms of the other groups were classified in accord
ance with the same general principle. "Miscellaneous" 
farms were those whose operators did not derive their 
principal income from any one class of farm produets. 
Those with no income in 1899 were classified according 
to the agricultural operations upon other farms in the 
same locality. ' · 

CLASSIOATION BY REPORTED VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 

1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK. 

Farms of all areas, tenures, and sources of rn
come are grouped according to the amount of the 
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gross :farm income in 1899. By gross farm income is 
meant the value of the products of 1899 not fed to live 
stock. In this grouping, forms were separated into 
eight classes, as follows: Farms with no ipcomo, farms 
having incomes of $1 and less than $50, $50 and less 
than $100, $100 and less than $250, $250 and less than 
$500, $500 and less than $1,000, $1,000 and less than 
$2,500, and $2,500 and over. 

CLASSIFJOATION BY TENURE. 

united 1abor of two or more individuals, one owning 
the fo,rm, Ol' ft part of it, and the other, or others, own
ing no part, but rereiving for supervision or litbor a 
share of the products. 

Most farms of the third c1ass, designated in 1900 as 
farms operated by " managers," were reported in 1880 
and 1890 a:,; :fa,rms of owners. They nre farms opemtod 
for the owners, or under their general supervision, by 
safaried numagers or overseers. This class includes 
farms connected with public institutions or owned by 

Tho act of Congress authorizing the census of 1880 corporations, andmanyoHhosoopcratedfol'lionrel-!ident 
wa8 the first to direct tho collection of statistics of owners. AU farms not included in one of the :five 
farm tenure. That census was tho :first, therefore, to groups-farms opomted by cash tonnnts, slmro tenants, 
present tho statistics of farms classified by tenure. Tho part ownoTs, owners and tenants, and nmmig~Ts-arc in
questions roiating to tennro on the schedules o-f 1880 eluded in the group of "owners.,, In eomparing the 
and 1890 required tho onumemtors to report the tenure statistics of tenure for moo with the corresponding· sta
of each farm, stating whether it was operated by tho tistics for e11rlier years, tho forms of "owners," "part 
owner or by one who rented, either for a iixe<l money owners,"'' owners and temints," and ' 1 managers n shonld 
rental or for a share o:f the products. Accordingly, be consolidated in the grot1p of "owners." 
farms were grouped in the repoTts for 1880 and 1890 

CI.ASSU'IOA'l'ION BY OQI,OR Ort RAO!~ Ol!' l~AIU\nrn. 
as those of owners, cash tenanh;, and slmro tenants. 
Tho schedules calling for those reports concerning ten~ The. nd of Oongl'ess authorizing tho census o:f 18tl0 
ure were not accompt11liod, either in 1880' or in 18HO, by spocHic£Llly dil'eoh1el tlmt the stn.tistics of agriculture 
any instructions to tho enumerators; neither did the Bhoulcl inelnclc, ltlllong other datti, in:formntion coneern
schodules contain any detailed stntemonts of what forms ing tho color of :farmers. lfoporb; were mado ns cli
were to be included under mwh hettd. The terms reetecl on this point, hut no t1iJmlation of the informn
" rented for a fixed money l'(\lltl1P' twd "rented for a tion wns publislrnd. 
share of tho products" have quite definite pop,uhir sig- The Mt authorizing tlrn prosont ecnsus directed that 
nificance, and it is probable that most H not 1111 farms the schedules relating to t1gricultnre should comprehend 
which could not strictly be classified as cash-tenant tho following topics: '' Nmuc of oecupant of onch form, 
or Bhare-tenant farms under tho foregoing geneTal color of oceupn.nt, tenure, 1wrcagc, tmd race of fttrmc1'." 
description, were reported as farm8 of owners. In accordance with the proYiBions of this act, thegenoml 

On the schedules of moo provision was mac~e :for sopa- agrioul~ural schedules and those used in the collection 
mto1y classifying forms which could not be classed of information relating to live stock on the i·n.nge pro
oither as operated by owners, or as rented for cash or vided for inquiries concerning the rnco or t•olor of the 
for a slutre of the products, but which, for the reasons farmers. Tho races for whieh specific inforn:mtion mis 
above stated, wore probably all rotnrnocl in 1880 and thus received wore tho Oancasim1, or white; the neg·ro, 
1890 as farms of owners. The :fitst of tho now classes or those of ncgro descent; the Chinese, Indi1m, .fop1tn
is that designated in this repo1-t as "part owne1·s." It ese, lfowf\iian, p1irt Ifaw11iian, and Son th Sea Islander. 
consists o:f the :farms of those who owned a part and Tho last throe races wore reported from Hinvaii only. 
rented a part of tho land tilled by them. Many of the Tho stlitistics rel!ltlng to race are given in the general 
farms of this class were unquestionably reported in tables unc\or the two he1ids o:f "white,, m1c1 "colored," 
l880 and 1890 as two farms, one owned and tho other tho latter including the farmers of n11 mces except those 
rented. · of white or Oanmtsin.n descent. Det11ilcd stn.tistics of 

A second and Rmaller class of farms is here dosigruited the farms of tho different colored races, so for aB they 
as that of "owners and tenants." It comprises those were tabul11te<l apnrt from those of the nog'ro race, are 
which wore operated tmdor the joint direction and by the presented elsewhere in the inti:oduction. 

FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA. 

FARMS OF SPECU'IED AREA, J3Y GEOGRAPHIC 
DIVISIONS. 

Table xxxm shows for tho entire country, ancl by 
geographic divisions, the number of fa1·ms in o~ch of 

the 10 groups of farms classified by area. Table xxxrv 
gives fol' tho United States, and by geographic divi
sions, the per cont of the totn.l nmnber of :farms con
tained in each of the specif-led groups. 
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TAnLJ.: XXXIII.-NUMBER OF FARMS IN EACH OJT TEN SPECIFIED AREAS IN ACRES, .TUNE 1, 1900, BY GEOGRAPHIO 
DIVISIONS. 

GEOOHAPIIIG DIVISIONS. Totitl. 20 and 
nndcr50. 

175 and 260 and 
m~~e~ni'bo. 11~~e~1{~. under under 

260. 500. 

500 IL!ld 
under 
1,000. 

1,000 
am! 
over. 

-----.------------------·--------------1----1----1----

TAnw XXXIV.-PER CEN'f OF THE NUMBER OF FARMS IN EACH OF TEN SPECIFIED AREAS IN AClmS, JUNE 1, 
moo, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

Gl~OGllAllJIIC JHVISIONS. 
50 anc1 
under 

100. 

100 and 175 and 260 and 500 mul 
under under under undur 

175. 260. 500. 1,000. 

1,000 
and 
over. 

---------------~----1--- ---------------------------
The United Shttcs ....................................... .. 0.7 7.1 21. 9 23.8 24. 8 8.5 G.G ]. 8 0.8 

=~==~====== 
North Atlimtic .................................................. . 
Sonlh Atltrntle ................................................. . 

1. 3 6.2 
0.7 f>.U 

North Cenlrnl. ............................................ : .... . 0.6 2.0 
Smith Centl'Ul. ............................. , ................... . 
\VPstcr11 ..••..•.. ... : . ....... · ........................................ . 

0.4 8.fl 
2.0 5.•i 

Al11slm 1111<! 1Iltw11ii ........................................... .. 21. 8 s1. r. 

In 181i0 tho total number o:f: farms o:f: nll sizes in the 
UnitcdStatos was l,440,073, while in moo, out of It total 
ol' 5,73!),057 forms, there'\vore 8,800,·1l4 each contnfoing 
50 aeres and over. In 1850 there was 1 :f:[l,rlll :for every 
H persons residing outside o:f: cities of 8,000 inlmb
itanb; and over, while in 1()00 the number o:f: forms 
rnportcd was snflicicmt to provide 1 for every 8.H per
sons rrn:1iding outside of such cities. Moreover, in moo 
there wore ::;nflicient :farms o:f 50 rieres and over to 
provide 1 for every 1:3.4 persons of such popuhttion. 
Tho::-io facts show tlmt the gr oater proportiorntte increase 
in the number of formR thnn in rnral population is clne, 
not to the addition of mere pofato p11tches or snrnll 
tracts crf land used incidentally for ngriculturnl pur
poses, but to a marked increase in the number of rettl 
farms. This growth marks an inereasc among the 
ruml population in tho number of families whoso head 
members are their own masters, n,ncl is n, movement 
town.rd economic indiviclua1ism as distinct as the oppo
site tendency in cities toward wage service and depend
ence upon employers. 

Of the groups given in fable xxxur, the largest is 
tlmt of forms with 100 to 175 acres, as the 'munerous 
quarter-section farms fall within these limits. The 
farms it~ this group constitute 2:1:. 8 per cent o:f: all. 
The next largest group 1s that of forms containing from 
50 to 100 acres, among which the most frequent size is 
80 acres, or one-half a quarter section. The number in 
this group is 23.8 per cent of all. The farms contain
ing less than 3 acres constitute only 0. 7 per cent of all, 
and those with an area of over 1,000 acres make up 
0.8 per cent of the total number. The great majority 
of farms, therefore, are those that can be operated by 
a farmer with the aid of the members of his own 
household and with a minimum of hired labor. 

7. 7 17.4 28. 3 26.2 8.4 3. 7 o.o 0.2 
9.0 27.0 22.5 18.8 7. 8 fi.O 1. 8 0.6 
3.r> 15.5 25. 6 29. 9 11.0 H,\l 1. 9 O.o 

10 .. 1 80.1 22.1 20.•l G. l 4.f> 1. fl l.U 
7..t 1'1.0 11. 7 28.6 G. 7 12. 7 0.1 4.8 

16,2 12. 7 5.6 2.9 1.5 1.8 ll.\l fi.1 

Relatively the greatest number of farms cont!Lining 100 
to 175 acres fLre found in the North Central and W cst-
01·11 stntes, where they constitute 2H. H an cl 28. 6 per 
cent, respectively, of all farms. These !Lre the divisions 
in which the origimLl settlers almost universally took 
up :farms of 160 acres, and in which there lms been the 
letist subsequent subdivision. lfowtiii has the snmllest 
relative number of farms of this area, only 2.9 per 
cent, or less than one-tenth the per cent in the North 
Uentml stn.tes. 

'l'he most popular sized farm in the North Atlu,ntic 
division is from 50to100 acres in are[],, 28.3 per cent of 
the farms in the division being of this class. For the 
next larger group the per cent is 26.2, imd for the next 
smaller one, 17.4. , 

In the South Atlantic and South Central states the 
most numerous farms are 'those containing from 20 to 
50 ac1:es, 27.6 per cent of all farms in the former divi
sion, and 30.1 per cent of those in the latter, being of 
this class. In most states of the South the typical cot
ton :farm is one of 40 acres, cultivated by one man with 

· only one mule. Such 'a farm is commo~ly known as a 
one-mule form. In some localities, where the soil is 
heavy, the area that can be cultivated with one mule is 
only about 20 acres, and farms of this size, also, a1·e 
very common throughout the South. 

The Wes tern di vision reported the largest propor
tionate number of farms of more than 175 acres. They 
were principally used for grazing, and for growing 
hay and grain. Hawaii had a large number of vel'y 
smnll :f:arms and many farms of extensive area, but :few 
of medium size. In that territory 21.6 per cent of the 
farms contained less than 3 acres, while no other geo
graphic division had over 2.6 per cent of that size; 31.5 
per cent contained 3 and under 10 acres, but in no other 

• 
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div1s10n were over 6. 2 per cent of the £arms of that 
area; 5.1 per cent of the brms contained over 1,000 
acres, while in the W estem division, with its great mtt
tle ranches, only 4.8 per cent of tje farms were of tlmt 
armt. In no other division did the farms of this size 
constitute over 1 per cent of the total number. 

'l'he W cstern di vision reported a refatively forge mnn-
11er of farms under 10 acres. The per eent of farms 
under 3 acres is 2. 6, and those with 3 fLlld less than 10 
acres, 5.4:. In no other geographic division, except 
Hawaii, does the per cent of farms with less than 3 acres 
exceed one-lrnlf that for tho V{ estern states. 'l'he prc8-
ence of these small farms in the \¥ estern division has 
been fully explained elsewhere. 

CHANGES IN TWEN'.L'Y YEAHS IN 'rirn SIZI~ OF J<'ARMS. 

Table xxxv is a summary, 1880 to 1900, by geographic 
divisions, of the number of farms in each of the 11 
groups by arett used in the census of 18!)0, T1tblc xxxvr 
shows the per cent of the num lier of fn.rms in eitch 
group, by decades and hy googmphic divisions. 

. 
TAnr.E XXXV.--NUMBER OF FARMS IN J~ACH OF SJCVEN 
SPI~CIFIED AREAS IN ACHES, BY GIWGRAPHIG 
DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1880 'l'O 1\JOO. 

A.-'l'HJ~ UNI'l'ED STA'l'ES. 

CENSUS Under 1011,ncl 20 nntl 50 nnd 1001mcl liOO nnd 1,000 
YEAR, 10. unclct• unclcr GO. under umlcr UIH]l1l' mid 

20. 100. 500. 1,000. over. 
---

1900 •••..••. 268, 446 407, 012 1, 257, 785 1, SOO,l07 2, 290, 424 102, 6'17 •17,270 
1800 ••••..•• 150, 194 265, 550 902, 777 1, 121,485 2, 008, 694

1 

84, B9fi 31,5•111 1880 ........ 139, 241 251, 7•19 781,57•1 1, 032,810 1, 695, 983 76, 1)72 28,578 

B.-NORTH A'rLAN'fIC DIVISION. 

1890 . . • • • • • • SR, •125 49, 086 
1900 .•••••.• 151, S7'1 151, 809 
1880 • . . • • • .. 42, 221 52, 678 

117,214 195,36'1 2fi.1,fi10 118, 185 I llll, 730 I 259, 302 I 
125, 8S'1 203, 108 267, 218 

4, 0<10 11, 056 s, 287 733 
4, lf>G 96•1 

O . .,...SOUTH A'fLANTIC DIVISION. 

1800 . . . . . . . . 88, 821 63, 727 189, 431 151, 889 275, 006 21, 730 8, 030 1900 ..... ···100, 466186, 6991 206, 0231 216, 5221 309, 831 117, 101 15, 893 

18~0·:·· .... 32,570 58,977 140,921 12•1,fi88 257,620 25,037 9,718 

D.-NORTH CENTRAL DIVISION. 

1800 .. . .. . • • sB, 200 51, 084 201, 511 5~o. 935 983, 218 22,.137 4, •Jos 
1900 ........ 170,703177,0181 3.Jl,1291 562,89111,0D1,5111.Jl,71ili I 11,5GO 

1880... .. . . . 33, 001 53, 551 295, 486 509, 160 787, 512 16, 608 2, 900 

E.-Sj)UTII OEN'l'RAL DIVISION. 

1900 ........ 
1

65. 03·1 I 173. 228 I 498. 491 I soo. 52f> I 1890 . . . . . . .. 31, 235 93, 818 232, 933 232, 497 1880 ........ 27,110 90,322 209,596 lSfl,727 407' 828 2il, 666 12, 295 512,991124,824117,078 
836, 362 25, 872 11, 659 

F.-WESTERN DIVISION. 

' 1890 . . . . . . . . 5, 4<14 6, 985 15, 088 1900 ........ 119,652117,8921 · 3'1,1181 
1880 . . . . . . . . 3, 679 4, 321 9, 734 14, 800 87' 672 9, 21l0 6, 020 28, 370 I 110, 5871 H, 716.111, 578 

10, 172 47' 271 5, 299 3, 247 

G.-ALASKA AND HAWAII.I 

1900 ........ 1 1, 2171 371 I 2891 1291 1421' 21! 110 
1 No report prior to 1900. 

TAm,1~ XXXVI.-PJCR CEN'I 01~ THE NUMBER 01< li'ARMS 
IN EACH OF SEVEN SPEOIFilm ARI~AS IN Acm;;s, IW 
GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1880 .TO 1900 

A.-'l'Hg UNI1'ETl S'l'A'l'ES.' 

CHNSUB Yl~Alt, 
, 10 1•1111 20 nnd ~o aml 100 and rioo m1<1 1, ooo 

uy<ler under nudm• umlcr nndti1· nn<kr nm\ 
0. 20. fill. 100. r.oo. 1, 000. over. 

--------! ---- --·----- ------ ---- -----
lUOO.. ........ ••••••••• -,1. 7 7.1 21.9 
lHUO. .................. B. 3 5.8 10.8 
lHHO • • .. .. • • • • • •• • • • • • • B, Ii 11.ll l\l, Ii 

23. 8 3U, U 
2·!. [i '14. 0 
~m. B 42.S 

1. 8 
1.8 
1. 9 

0, H 
o. 7 
o. 7 

·--··------·-------
ll.-NOR'l'II A'l'I,AN'l'IO DIVISION. 

lUlHl ~ •.•.••••....•.. ~~1~1----;;-1 ~;,~··1~;-;;-1 · 38.31 
lKUO................... Ii.A 7.1 17.!l 20.7 HH.7 
1880 •• ... .. . •. ... .. • • . . 0.1 7. f> 18.1 2U. 2 38.'l 

- -

0.61 0.2 
0.5 0.1 
o.o 0.1 

0.-SOU'l'H A'l'LAN'l'IO IHVISION. 

o.n 
lHUO... ... • • . • • • .. .. • .. fi.2 8. fi 2(>. 8 20. 2 HG. 8 2.0 1.1 
lHHO ................... f>.0 8.4 21. U 19.3 · •JO.O ll. 0 1.f) l.H I lUOll .................. ·1·---~1~-1- 2;~·-1-:;r~-1· 320 2 1 

-~--~--

Jl.-NOlt'l'H cmN'l'HA T, DlVISl()N. 

l~~~~~==~--~~-1-----;-~·1· --~:-;·1- ~~:~--1---;-G~--1 · -~J~~--1-~··1··-~ 
JHUO......... .• • . . • • • • • 1. 0 2. 7 lfi. f> 27. 4 fil.1 1. 2 0. 2 
1880 • • • • • .. • .. • • • • • • • • • 2. 0 8. 1 17,;l. 30. 0 •lll. •l o. 0 o. 2 

, -··--·---·-~---

R-son·ru GEN'l'UAT, lllVJSJON. 

1.~ 
moil................... 2.~ ll.ll 2H.O 21.•1 l\7.fl 2.fi 1.1 
1H80 ................... 3.1 10.2 ~:l.O 21.0 87.ll 2.9 1.3 

1000 -~=~~1----~--~-1-~o. ri -\-;· o.-~--1-;;·1--~;,;-1 
---·--"--~--~....---- -~--~-~--

1.r> I 

F.-w1~s·nmN l>lVISJON. 

•J.8 
0 .. 1 •1.1 

1880................ ••. 4. •1 5. 2 11. 0 12. 1 66. 5 6.8 8.9 
o.o I rnWo :::::::::::::::::::[ n f Hf ~~J f ii:i f ~gJ I 

~------'---'----"--- -~---'---

G.-AJ,ASKA AND HAW AU. l 

moo ................... \ i;s.a\ 10.21 J2.1\ 5.oj O,ll I 6.1 
1 No report prior to 1000. 

During tho twenty years from 1880 to 1900, the mun. 
ber of :farms for the entire country increased in every 
group. 'l'be greatest nbsohlte increase was in the group 

· of farms containing 100 and less than uOO acres, which 
was from 1,695,983 to 2,290,424:, a gain of 594,44:1, 
or 35.0 por cent. The next largest gain was in the 
group containing ovor 20 and less than 50 acres, which 
showed an increase from 781,574: to 1,257, 785, a gain 
of 476,211, or 6Q. 9 per cent. In the group with 50 to 
100 acres tho increase was :from 1,032,810 to 1,366,167, 
a g1tin of 333,357, or 32.3 per cent. 

It is to be notod that the per cent of gain for the group 
containing from 20 to 50 acres was much forger than 

. for the others, although the numerical increase w11s less, 
owing to the compamtively small number of snch forms 
at the beginning of the period. Tho greater relative 
increase for this group1 and for the two groups of smaller 
areas, affects the percentages of bthle xxxvx. Tho 
farms of 100 to 500 iteres in 1880 constituted 42.3 per 
cent of all, and in 1900 only 39. 9 per cent, tt noteworthy 
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relative decrease in the :face of the unprecedented 
numerical increase. In the same way the per cent 
of farms with 50 to 100 acres decreased from 25.8 to 
23.8. The three groups with smaller areas, however, 
increased from 3. 5 to 4. 7 per cent, from 6. 3 to 7.1 per 
cent, and from 19. 5 to 21. 9 per cent, respectively. No 
material change was made in the per cent of farms of 
over 500 acres. 

Changes similar to those shown in the totals :for the 
country were exhibited by all the geographic divi
sions. In the North Central states there was not only 
a proportionate, but an actual increase in the number 
of farms containing :from 100 to 500 acres, the per 
cent rising from 46.4 in 1880 to 49. 7 in 1900. In the 
North Atlantic division there was no material change 
in the per cent, it being 38.4 in 1880, and 38.3 in 1900. 
Tables xxxnr and xxx1v show that in both the North 
Central and Western divisions the most common area 
of farms is 160 acres. The decrease in the relative 
number of farms of 100 to 500 acres in the South 
Atlantic nnd South Ccntml divisions was due to a sub
division of the old plnntn,tions nnd the lensing of smn,11 
tracts to individual tenants. In the Western division 
the decrease in the per cent of :farms of 100 and less 
than 500 acres marks the increase in small farms, 
especially in the irrigELtecl sections. 

Both the South Atlantic and South Central divisions 
showed a greater relative number of farms cont£Lining 
50 and less tlmn 100 n.cres in 1900 tlmn they did in 1880. 
In the South Atlantic states the per cent fo1· this group 
increased in twenty years from 19.3 to 22. 5, and in the 
South Centrnl states from 21.0 to 22.1, thegi:dn in both 
instm1ces being due to the subdivision of farms as above 
noted. The number of farms of this size decreased in 
the North Atln.utic division from 203,168 to 191, '730, 
or from 29.2 per cont to 28.3 per cent. In the other 
geographic divisions tho number of :farms containing 
100 11nd less than 500 !tores increased, although in the 

Western states the rate of increase was smaller than for 
other farms and the percentage was lower in 1900 than 
in 1880. 

The number of farJllS cont11ining between 20 and 50 
11cres decreased in the North Atlantic division, but 
increased in all the others, the gren,test gains being in 
the South Atlantic and South Central states, in which 
the numerical increase was so much gTeater for this 
group than for any other, that in the South Atlantic 
division the per cent rose in twenty years from 21.9 
to 2-7.6, and in the South Central division, from 23.6 
to 30.1. The per cent of the same group of farms 
increased in the Western division from 11.6 to 14.0, 
again showing the effect of the development of small 
fruit and vegetn,ble growing in the irrigated sections. 

The Sf\/ cstern stn,tes showed the greatest increase of 
any division in the number of farms containing from 10 
to 20 acres, which, like that in the next larger group, . 
fa incidental to the growth of irrign,tion. No other 
division reported any noteworthy change in the rela
tive number o~ farms of this area. 

All of the g:eographic divisions recorded an increased 
number of farms containing less than 10 acres, clue in 
p11rt to the inclusion of small dairy farms, poultry farnrn, 
·Jiorists' establishments, and similrrr farms of small size 
not included in previous census reports, and in part to 
an actual increase in the number of small farms. 

FARMS OF SPEOIFIED AREA CLASSIFIED BY OTHER CHAR

ACTERISTICS. 

Tn,bles 3 and 4 present for each state and terri
tory double classifications of farms by area and by 
principal source of income, amount of income, value 
of products of 1899 not fed to live stock, tenure, and 
race or color of f11rmer. Tn,blc xxxvn gives a sumnrnry 
by percentages of the most importnnt faets in those 
tables relating to farms classified by area. 

TAnrn XXXVII.-Pl!:R CENT OF FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, OF SPECIFIED AREA, IN DESIGNATED GROUPS CLASSII?IED 
BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, TENURE, AND 
RACE OF FARMER. 

A.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY PRINCIPAL SOUJ.'CE OF INCOME. 

GROUPS OF J'ARJ\IS, 

Allfurms ................•••...•••.............. 

~~le~~gl~~~~~:: :: :: : : : : :: ::::: :::::::::::: :: : : : :::::: 
Fruit ................................................ . 
Live stock ............ : .............................. . 

~~tiE~o-~~1:.0. ::::::: :: : : : : : :::::::::·:::::::::::: ::: 
Cotton ..••••...............•..•....••••.............. 
Rico ............................................... •. 
Sugu.r ••••.••..•••..••..•...••.•••..•••.•.•..•...•.••• 
Flower an<l g,1tmt ................................... . 

~i:r~~::.~~~--~:~::::::::::: :::::: ::::::::::::::::: ::: 
Coffee .••.....•............•...•.•••.•...............• 
Miscellaneous ...................................... . 

Per cent 
of till 

farms. 

100.0 
---

23.0 
2.7 
1. 4 

27.3 
6.2 
1. 9 

18.7 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 

m 
18.5 

Under 8. 

100.0 
--·· ·-~ ·------

4.1 
10.8 
4.7 

SS.4 
12.•! 

0.9 
2.4 
0.3 
0.1 
9.0 
o.s 
0.4 
0.1 

21.1 

PER CENT OF 'fiIE NU!tBF.R OJ<' F ,\RMS OF SPECIFIED AREA IN ACRES. 

a iincl 
under 

10. 

lOand 
undet 

20, 

20and 
under 

50. 

50 and 100 and 175 and 200 and 500 1tncl 
under under under under nuder 

100. 175. 260. 500. 1, 000. 

1,000 
and 

over. 
1---1------------------------

100. 0 100.0 '100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
------ --------- = ---~·· 

11. 5 14.5 15.1 21. 6 29.2 31.0 36. 3 32.2 20.8 
10.5 5.9 8.3 2.2 1. 6 1.0 0.8 0.8 o. 7 
4.8 3.4 1. 8 1. 2 0.8 O.G o. 6 0,8 0. 7 

24.8 20.1 20.5 28.2 29.8 31. 9 38.2 37.2 55.1 
6. 7 5.0 4.7 6.6 7.4 7.2 5. <1 4.4 S.8 
2.6 8.0 2.2 1.9 1. 5 1.G 1, 3 1.1 o.s 

11. 0 2i.7 33.9 17.5 11.5 10.8 9. 5 10.8 8.3 
0.4 0.2 0.1 0,1 (1) 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.4 
0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.9 
0.6 0.1 (j 

m m l1.7 ~1., 0.1 0.1 

f: 8.2 

.... f[~· ····r:r·· 0.1 i:i 0.1 
26.7 19. 8 20.6 18.1 9.0 
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TAnLE XXXVII.-PER CENT OF FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, OF SPECIFIED AREA, IN DESIGNATED GROUPS CLASSIFIED 
BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 18\Hl NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, TENURE, AND 
RACE OF FARMER-Continued. 

B.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY VAI,UE OF PRODUC1'S OF 1899 NO'r Fim TO LIVE STOCK. 

GROUPS OF !'ARMS, 
Per cent 

ol nJl 
farms, Undor3. 

prm CENT Oii Tim NUMBER OF !•'ARMS OI' SPECII'IED AREA IN ACRES. 

3 anr1 
under 

10. 

lOiind 
under, 

20. 

20 um1 
l1n<le1• 

50. 

00 llll<l 
under 

100. 

10011,11(~-· 17li l\llll 1 ·2~-~~~--500 ~~-;,~;-
1mder under under un<lcr 1ind 

175. 2GO. 500. 1,000. over. 

~--------------1---11---·1-------------------------~-
80 ................................................... . 
81 t>nd under '50 ................................... .. 
$50 1tml under $100 .................................. . 
SlOll 11nd under $200 ................................ .. 
8250 1ind under $500 ................................. . 
$500 1md umler $1,000 .............................. .. 
Sl,000 rmd under $2,500 ............................. . 
$2,500t>nd over ...................................... . 

0.9 
2.9 
5.3 

21. 8 
27.U 
2·1.0 
H.n 
2.7 

a.2 
14. 0 
19.0 
33. 0 
11.0 

6. 7 
7. 0 
5.2 

2.3 
16. 0 
2•1.3 
38.1 
12. •1 
a.o 
1. 5 
o.n 

2.2 
8.2 

lfi. 7 
•1'1. 8 
21. 9 
fi.2 
1. 0 
0. •l 

1.0 
3.0 
7.1 

36.2 
l37.5 
12.3 
2,0 
0.3 

o.n 
1. 4 
8. B 

l\l.U 
no.~ 
BU.7 
7.4 
o.o 

o, 0 0.3 O.G 
1. 3 O.fi o. 6 
2. ·1 1.0 1.1 

12. 4 6.8 5. a 
20.2 17.8 14. 0 
3·1. 0 Hl. l 20.8 
21. 8 37. il 39, 0 
1.4 Ci. 2 12. 7 

·-----V-·•··----·-" 

1.1 (), u 
1. ·1 
5.4 

11.8 
21.H 
aa.a 
~N.3 

2, 7 
1.3 
1. 7 
5.B 
8,11 

lll.tl 
25.U 
so. r, 

c.-l!'Aiu.!S C.LARSlflEll HY ·nmURR 

Owners .............................................. ! 
P11rt owncrH ........................................ .. 
Ownern 1md tcn1111ts ................................ . 
Ml\llll!<Cl'A ........................................... . 
Cash te1111nts ....................................... .. 
Slmro tcniints ...................................... .. 

M,\l 
7.U 
o.o 
1.0 

13.1 
22.2 

68.\l f13. 0 38.R 
1.3 B.f) 4,•.t 
0" . " 0.2 0. B 
2.2 o. 7 O.ll 

!.n. o 2~.o l\l.U 
5.U lU.fi BG.O 

113, 2 00.3 £13.0 fi8.0 r1?. o f>3.8 42.5 
•!. u 7.1 7.:1 18. 0 10. 7 \!2.1 2U. 7 
0,fi o.u 1.3 1. 6 1.0 1. 5 o.u 
O.fi 0.7 0.1) 1. 3 2.0 ·l. B ·rn.o 

Hl.5 11.fi u. 7 u. 3 7,.1 7.1 1 .. 1 
32.•1 10. r. , 17.ll 10.R H.8 11. ~ 6.f) ________ "_" _______ _._,. 

••·-·------.,-o ··--·-----~-·~------

n.-I<ARMS CLAb'°SUrmn llY HAC1' OD' FAitMlm. 

------------------------------------·· 
so. o Ra.21 7tl. a 1m. s 72.<1 

·---------
White ............................................... . 90.0 {)f), 1 110 .. l 97. a 
fi{81;i~; :::::::: :: : : : :: : : : ::; :: : : :: ::::: ::: : ::: :::::::: 13, o 10. ll 22. •I 29. 4 27. a 1).8 4. 7 B,·1 2. 3 

07.6 
l.O 
1. 3 0.4 1.U O.\l 0,7 0.3 0.2 0.2 ll.~ O.•I 

!11,l o. (] I 0. 2 0.1 il:i o. 4 o. 1 (1) 
0.3 ,0. 1 (l) 

------· ···--- ---- ------"'-------~-------- ···-·----.-----···· .. 

~: l 
0.1 

ChtneAll ............................................. . 
Jt1p1tl1CHO .... , ...................................... .. 
I:l!tWttilnn• .......................................... . tll i:i m m 1) 

t Less th1m one-tenth of 1 per eent. 

The foregoing table clisc1oses a naturnl relt1tion 
between farms of ceTtain areas n.nd certain branches of 
t1griculture. Nearly all the ·groups, by arm1, contain 
some farms of mtch of the various spocifiecl principn,l 
sources of income, but the farms h1wing such sources 
of inoomo iiro by no means oqm1lly distributed among 
tho gronpH. Of those conbiining 2GO acres and over, 
34.1 per cent wore 1111y n,ml grain farms, while of 
those with less than 3 acres, only 4.1 per cont derived 
their principi1l income from hay ancl grain. Of farms 
with 20 ftnd under 50 acres, 33.9 per cont were cotton 
farms, while of those with less than 3 acres, cotton 
was the principal source of income o:C only 2.4 per 
cent. Of farms with less than 3 acres, 10.8 per cent 
were vegetable or nmrket-garden farms, w bile of those 
with 1,000 acres ancl over, only O. 7 per cent derived 
their principal income from this source. 

Certain branches of agriculture 11re conducted most 
profitably upon farms o:f certain specified areas, ancl 
:farms making any branch their principal source of in
come are naturally most numerous in the g'l'oups shown 
by experience to yield greatest proportionate returns 
for the h1bor and capital employed. 

Hay and grain farms form one o:f the largest groups 
classified by principal source o:f income. In 1900 they 
constituted 23.0 per cent of all farms, 31.0 per cent of 
the farms containing 1 '75 and under 260 acres, 36. 3 per 
cent of those containing 260 and under 500 acres, n,ncl 
32. 2 per cent of those with 500 and under 1,000 acres. 
Farms of these areas may, therefore, be said to have a 
peculiar adaptability to the production of hay and grain 
as the principal source of income, and in localities 

. .. ···-·~""'""'"~·~-

2 Inclm11ug \llll't 1Ilnv11Uiin m111 l Son th H~tt. lHliiiuh!r. 

where tlrn mising of tlrnse prodncti; for !!ttlo is the 
prineiprtl branch of 1tgricnlture, the forms tend to ad
just themselves to thcsl\ are11s. It :;;hould hn noted thn.t 
the percentages o:f hay and gr11in farms givcm in tu1ile 
xxxvrr constit;ut.e a reguhir series with. ii minimum of 
4:.1 per cent for those 0£ smallest arm1 ttncl rising unin
terruptedly to 30.3 per cent for the group with 2GO to 
500 acres, and then decreasing to farms o:f largest 
tumts. Farins 0£ from 260 to 500 acres 11rc evidently 
best adaptecl to securing the greatest retnms from huy 
and grain. 

Tllo mising of vegetables, fruits, flowers, ornmnent11l 
pl!111ts, or nnrsery stock, as lt prineipnJ or exclusive 
business, must necessarily be earriecl on under concli
tions mtlicn.lly different :from those 11ttencling the ndsing 
of lrny n.nd grnfo. It mills for intensive soil cultivation, 
the expenditure of n large amount of Jn.bar, and the 
11pplication of great qu1intities of fertilizers. Con
siderable etLpital is necessary if an extensive lU'ea is to ho 
cultivated. Tho 11ver1tgo farmer, florist, or nurserymn.n 
does not possess this, and hence these branches of n.gl'i
enlture are ordinarily conducted on small tracts. In 
1900 they were most numerous in the group o:f farms 
of less than 10 acres, 11nd the percentages, 11s given in 
table xxxvrr, :form a series with the maximum in the 
group of less than 3 acres, descending, as a rule, in 
unbroken order to :,farms 0£ the hngest area .. 

The vegetable or market-garden forms constituted 
only 2. 7 per cent of all farms, but 10. 8 per cent of 
those under 3 acres, 10.5 per cent of those with 3 and 
under 10 acres, and only O. 7 per cent of those with ove1· 
1,000 acres. 
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Fruit farms constituted 1.4 per cent of all farms, 4:.7 
per cent of those under 3 acres, 4. 8 per cent of those 
with 3 and under 10 acres, and onlyO. 7 percent of those 
with over 1,000 acres. 

The florists' establishments, or farms making the 
cultivation of flowers and plants their principal source 
of income, were not very mmierot'ts, constituting ou!y 
0.1 per cent of all farms, but 9.0 per cent of the farms 
of les:::1 than 3 acres. They did not constitute 1.0 per 
cent of the farms of any other group, and in only two 
other groups did they approxin111te one-tenth of 1 per 
cent. 

The g~·owing of nursery i;tock, as the principal source 
o:f income, was carried on by the operators of but very 
few forms-less than 0.1 per cent o:f the total. But such 
farms constituted 0. 3 per cent o:f the :farms under 3 
acr~s, and 0.1 per cent of those with 3 and nuder 10 
acrmi, and of those with 10 and under 20 acres. 

The cnltiv1ition of coffee and taro was confined to the 
Hawaiilw Islands, and the forms deriving their princi
pal income therefrom coustitutod only a small fraction 
of 1 pen· cent of all farms in the country. The coffee 
farms comprised Jess tlrnn 0.1 per cent 0£ an farms of 
less than 3 acres, and 0.1 per cent of those of 3 and under 
10 acres. Taro farms constituted 0.4 per cent of the 
:fai:ms of less than 3 acres and 0.1 per cent o:f those of 3 
and under 10 acre;:;. . 

The cultivn.tion of cotton requires the use of :ferti
lizers and EL great amount of labor, and involves what 
is ordinarily designated as an intensive cultivation of 
the soil. Its culture naturally adjusts itself to farm 
areas smaller than are commonly used in growing hay 
and grain, but larger than those usually employed in 
the cultivation of vegetables, fruits, or flowers. The 
cotton farms constituted 18. 7 per cent of all farms in 
the country, 33.9 per cent of the farms of 20 and under 
50 acres, and 27. 7 per cent of those o:f 10 and under 20 
acres. Of the group of lesi:i thttn 3 acres they consti
tuted only 2.4 per cent, and 8.3 per cent of those with. 
over 1,000 acres. 

The largest relative number of tobacco farms was 
found in the group of from 10 to 20 acres. They 
constituted 3.0 per cent of the farms of that group, 0.3 
per cent of the group of ~argest :farms, and 0. 9 per cent 
of the group of smallest :farms. 

The percentages for rice farms var.r in a manner sub
stantially the: reverse of those for cotton and tobacco 
farms, having been relatively most numerous in the 
groups of smallest and largest areas, and least numer
ous in the group of 100 to 175 acres. In the Southern 

, states rice is grown mainly on large plantations, conse
quently the largest relative number of rice farms is 
found in the group o:E farms of greatest area. In Hawaii 
conditions are reversed, rice culture being largely in 
the hands of the Chinese and .Tapanese and conducted 
almost exclusively on small farms. 

Sugar :farms were more evenly disti'ihuted among the 

groups by area than those of any other class; som~ 
being found in each group. Those in the smaller 
groups were farms principally devoted to the growing 
of sugar beets; those of medium size, to the produotion 
of sorghum and to the' growing of cane for sale to the 
central factories; and those of largest area were plan
tations growing sugar cane on a large scale, a.s in 
Louisiana and Hawaii. 

Live-stock :farms were relatively least numerous in 
the group of farms of 10 a~d under 20 acres, consti
tuting but 20.1 per cent of all farms of that urea. 
From this group the percentages increase, on the one 
hand, to' that of fa.rms of largest area, of whicP, they 
constituted 55.1 per cent, and, on the other hand, to the 
group 'of smallest area, of which they constituted 33.4 
per cent. The live-stock farms in the group of small
est area were largely composed of that class hereto
fore referred to as using public domain or vacant city 
lots, and of small farms whose operators derived their 
principal income from poultry or from bees. These 
last-nmned farms, however, are relatively so few in 
number that their inclusion does not affect tho 
percentages. 

The dairy farms were :fairly well distributed among, 
n.11 the groups, teing relatively most numerous in the 
grou.p of less thftn 3 acres. These are the small farms 
in or near cities where cows are kept to supply milk 
and cream for the retail trade. 'fhe next largest rela
tive number is found in the group of 100 to 175 acres. 
The operators of the smaller dairy farms in many local
ities had the use of vacant lots for pasturage, but the 
area of such additional land was not included in their 
reports .. 

With the exception of the group of forms with no 
reported in come, the farms classified by reported income, 
or value of products of 1899 not feel to livestock, arrange 
thomselves in a series with i:espect to the relative number 
in each group. The farms with incomes of less than 
$50 and thmie with incomes of $50 and less than $100 
were relatively most numerous in the group with 3 and 
less than 10 acres; farms with incomes of $100 and less 
than $250, in the group with areas of from l.0 to 20 
acres; and those with incomes of $250 and less than 
$500, in the group containing 20 and less than 50 acres. 
Farms with incomes of $500 and less than $1,000 con
stituted a larger per cent of the group containing 100 
and less than 175 acres than of any other. Those with 
incomes cif $1,000 and less than $2,500 were relatively 
l'nost numerous in the group containing from 260 to 500 
acres; while those with incomes of over $2,500 had 
their maximum per cent in the groups with areas of 
over 1,000 acres. The group of less than 3 acres had a 
large per cent of farms with incomes of over $500. 
These are principally florists' establishments, nurseries, 
city dairies, fruit and vegetable farms, and the live
stock farms using the public domain. 

The farms with no income were more numerous in 
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the groups with very small nnd very ltLrge areas than 
in those· of rnecli nm size. Tho ronson for this is fully 
oxplttincd in the discussion of farms dnssiii.od by nmount 
of income. 

Tho pcn·enhtg·os of table xxxvn bring out qnitC1 for
ci.hl.r tlrn rolation between tho size of forms and form 
tennre. The pr,rconfages for farms of cash tonn.nts form 
n nrntrly rognbr descending imrim1 from tlloso of snmll
cst to those of litrg·ost !U'lm, constituting ~1.IJ pol' cent 
of farms with lt~81'.l than B neres, 22. 5 pnr ecmt of those 
with il and leoi:,; tlin.n 10 aereoi, only 7.1 per cent of thmm 
with from 500 to 1,000 acres, 111ul 7 .. 1 per cont of those 
with over 1,000 1icres. The per cont of farmR cultivated 
by slmro tenants wns large:,;t for fm·mH with 10 rmd 
under ~O 1tcn~s. 

Taking the othor :four gronps o:l' farmH togothor, 
those opemtl'd wholly or in part by tlrn labor of owners, 
and thmm opern.tcd for owners hy 81tlnriml 1111umgorR, it 
is found that tlwir united pl1reent11g-cs form n H<\rios 
exactly tho rovor:-;o of that of Hharo tmrnntf;, n.nd pr1wti
c11lly tho nworse of that of en.sh tm1nnts. Thl\y hlld 
tho :-;nutll<lHt rnlittivc rnunbor in tho group of 10 to 
20 1wrcs, or only ·1:·1-. 1 pm mmt o:f tho totltl for that 
gronp. l!'or f1u·ms 01' l1irg·or nretts the peremittigns 
iucremmd with tho shm of forms, a:-; follows: 4H.1., (ID. 0, 
72.5, 7:3.!l, 17.H, 81.7, and 8G.1. For :formsoJ lm1stlmn 
3 iwros the por cent was 72. fl, ttll(l for those with B and 
under 1.0 !Wl'l\K1 08.0. 

l!'nrms of less than 10 aeros, and ospechtlly those 
of ks8 than 3 acres, as has been shown, included an 
exceptionally ln.rg·e number of fruit and vogetablo farms, 
iloriHtK' ostlthlislnnent:,;, 1rnrsorios, 1111d city dairies, most 
of whieh worn condnctecl by their owners and which 
requil'(\d coni;idemble c1ipitnl for their opemtion. Tho 
valno of the property in the;;o small forms, as Hhown 
by fablo xxxrx, wns mul·h 111rger than that for tho 
avcmgo form of from 20 to GO items. Tho same t1thh1 
shows, nlso, that thn average ndue per farm of all fn.nn 
property wn.s ismallest for farrnH eontnfoing 10 and loss 
than 20 acres, and inoreiu;ed in a regular series towawl 
those with snmllost and those with largest areas. 'fak
ing· those facts into considern.tion, the perc·entn,gns of 
table xxxvn nmy he interpreted in the following gen
eml w1iy: 

Tho highest per cent of farms opcrnted by owners, 
or for them by s1tlariod mnrntgcrs, iK found nmong· the 
forms with lllrgest nv:cr11go ltrea nnd value, and the low
est per cent, 1w10ng those with smrtll average ttrmi nnd 
the least averug(l value. 'l'ho pcrcentttges of farms with 
ureas a.nd vnlnes between those extremes, operated by 
owners or for them hy mnnagcrn, mn.ko it continuons 
nnd more or lel'lH reguhir n.sconcling series from farms 
of small area nncl of least vtilne to those of the greatest. 
The series of percentage:dor farms opemtecl by tenants 
tire of tho opposite clrnmctcr, being kast for farms with 
lnrgest areas ancl values and grmttest for those with low 

10/fl\l--AUH-P'l' 1-·1 

nrnns tL1Hl lea:-;t vtthws. Of tho forms having the least 
avernge values, tenants opemtcd 55. 0 per cent, ttncl all 
ownors only 4A:.l per cont, while of farms of 11ngcs1. 
11rens nncl ''ttluns, tennnts opemtod UUl per cont, mid all 
OW!llll'S, R(). l pen· Cl\llt, 

Tho ptm:cntageH for that class of owners designated 
"ptu't ownnrs" :l'orm n most interesting· series. Tho 
farms of this chnractor, tts is folly ex1Jlttined in the clis
cn;;sion of tonnrn;;, muln·aet\ tho land owned by tlrn 
opemtor, and that of all 1v1c1itionnl tract::; rented or 
lon;;ec1 by him :for tigricult.uml purposes and used in 
(\OJUlO<~.tion with the part ui' the form ownod hy him. 
Few forms of thiH class were found in tlrn snmllor groups, 
lmL with the increasing size tho rolutiyo nmuber of" part 
owner" fam1:,; inel'l'.m;e:,;, ttncl ol' tho farms of over 1,000 
acres tlrny cmrnti tntocl 20. 7 per ('lln t, >v hilo tlrn fnr1m1 opor
tttl\cl liy "owner:;" e01rntitutucl 42.G per cont; hy "own
ers 1mcl· tmrnnts," 0. !) per (•.ont; l>y "rnnnngors," 13.0 
lJ<'l' eent; nud hy "tmrn11ts,)1 1B.\l por cent. Jn the case 
of farnrn containing over 17G acres there iippmtrs to lie 
a tm1dcmcy on tho part of the owm1rH to tnrnt the active 
i111tm1gonrnnt and labor, in whole or in part, to ot1rnrs. 
'l'o this fact is 1mrtly cl no tlw rl\lntiYoly largo mun lim· of 
mrch fm·ms eoncluetocl hy "mamip;crl':l,'' "part owtrnrs/' 
and "ow1rn1·s ancl tcmaub,;." That thero is no 1lpp1ircmt 
tondmwy among ownc1·s to surrlmder tho cmre of their 
lmw~ :fo1·ms to either slmrn or en:;h tenant:; is indicated 
1 >y the gmd trnlly diminishing p(ll'l'lmtnges of those forms 
of tenure mnoug :forms of 111rger 1wcns. 

Ifor groups of fo.rms elttssiHml hy mce of former, in 
only two cases are the percentages of table xxxvn snfil
cicntly large to warrm1t any deductions o:l' value. The 
forms of white farmers show a series of percentages 
thut corresponds with that of tho combined four classes 
of OWlll\1'8 1 nncl the forms of ncgroes exhibit by their 
percentages a l'(Wersc series, which corresponds with 
tlmt of the corn bin eel share and tenant for1m1. The 
white formers had tho lttrg·oi,;t per cent of all fn.rms. 
Of the forms of highest Y11lnes they opern.tcd 07. (i per 
cent, and oJ thoHe with the lowest values, Gll.8 per cent. 
'!'he ncgroes opemtecl 2H.4 per cont o-f: tho least vnlnahle 
forms nnd only 1.0 per cent of those of greatest values. 
Tho Values for their farms of over 10 acres correspond 
with tho:-;e of similar itl'ctts fo1· till farms, hut not with 
those of smaller areas. 

ACRJMGE Ol!' I!'AU:MS 01!' SPECIFIED AltEA, 

Table 15 gives detailed statistics, by states and terri
tories, of tho number ancl ncroagc of farms, values of 
specified forms of farm property, yalue of produets, 
and expn11ditures for fohor Mel fertilizers, with aver
ag;cs and pe1·eentagos for farms oJ the 1.0 groups of 
furms classified by ftrea. In tablo xxxvrn is given a 
summary for the United States of the area of all forms 
and the area of improved lancl therein, together with 
certn,in percentagcH nncl n.verag;os. 



I S'I'ATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE. 

TABLE XXXVIII.-AORES OF ALL LAND AND OF IM
PROVED -LAND, JUNE 1, 1900, IN GROUPS OF FARMS 
CLASSIFIED BY AREA IN ACR.!J;S, WITH PERCENTAGES 
AND AVERAGES. 

.A.VEHAGE. 

Per 
FARMS CLASSU'IED BY Total. Improved, cent 

ARlU .. im· AU Im-
proved. land. proved 

land. 

----
Tot11! ••••••••••••••• 84.1, 201, 546 414, 793, 101 •J9.3 146. 6 72.3 

---- -------
Undcr3 ................... 79, 508 69, 590 87.5 1. 9 1.7 
Sand under 10 ............ 1,402, 391 1, 206, 671 90.3 6.2 5,(j 
10 and under 20 ............ 5, 708,458 5, 112, 010 80.6 14. 0 12.6 
20 and undcr50 ........... 41,&:l<l,<iH 33,006,'lOl 79.4 33.0 26.2 
50 and under 100 ••.••.•••• 98, 600,28fi 67, 3•1H, 377 08.3 72.2 40.B 
100 and undcr175 ......... 192, 688, 07•1 118, 393, li56 61.4 185.5 83,2 
175 and under 260 ......... 103, 289, 5li4 li3, 203, 138 61.2 210.8 129.0 
260 and under 500 ••••••••• 129, 680, 228 72, 331, •lf)7 f>f>.8 343.1 191.4 
500 and uncler 1,000 .•••••• 67, 878,349 20,478, 047 43.4 661. 9 287.5 
1,000 ancl over ............ 200, 32•1, O•J5 24,583, 808 12,S 41 237.S 520.0 

The above table shows that the relative area of 
improved land was largest in the small farms and 
decreased regularly to those of largest areas, being 
87.5 and 90.3 per cent for the two groups under 10 
acres and only 12.3 per cent in that with 1,000 acres 
and over. The average number of acres of all ln.nd to 
tL farm was 146. 6. For the group of forms with 100 to 
175 acres, which was the most numerous of any group 
of farms classified by area, the average was 135.5 acres. 
The average area of improved land per farm in the 
country was 72.3 acres, while for the group of farms 
with 100 to 175 acres the iwerage was 83.2. 

GEOGRAPJUO DISTRIBUTION OF FARMS IIY AVIa!U.GE SIZE. 

Some consideration wns given to the geographic dis
tribution of forms by nverage size in the discnssion of 
fable xxxv, but attention wits called only to the changes 
since 1880 in the number and per cent of farms of vnri
ous areas. The discussion of the facts disclosed by 
table xxxvrr makes clear the explanation of the differ
ence shown on Plate 6, which is a presentation of the 
distribution of farms by average areas. 

Nearly one-hu.lf of the counties in which the average 
farm are11 was less than 80 acres were situated in the 
territory embracing the rich alluvial deposits of the 
lower Mississippi Hiver and its tributaries. They were 
counties engaged largely in the cultivation of cotton. 
The intimate relation between the distribution of 
counties in tho Southern states with a.n average farm 
area of less than 80 acres, and the cultivation of cot
ton, may be seen by comparing the shadings of Plate 
3 with those showing the yield of cotton per square 
mile as given in Plato Hi, of Part II, of this report. 
The portions of Oklahoma, Arkansas, and Texas included 
in farms of the same average areas were largely devoted 
to the cultivation of cotton, nnd the same is true of the 

greater portion of the correspondingly shaded counties 
in Alabama, Georgia, and the Carolinas. 

Mention should be made, also, of the fact that the 
fruit-growing conn ties of Florida, New York, Washing
ton, and Ohio, and the counties extensively engaged in the 
growing of market-garden truck and sugar beets appear 
quite generally in the areas shaded for farms of less 
tbitn 80 acres. 

The counties with average farm areas rang·ing from 
80 to 160 acres cover the greater portion of the stn,tes 
east of the Mississippi River. They are counties mainly 
devoted to general farming, including dairying, stock 
raising, and the production of hay and grain. To the 
west of the area covered by these farms is found a more 
or less well-defined strip of country with average areas 
ranging from 160 to 320 acres, a,nd west of that, a region 
with farms eontaining from 320 to 640 acres. Both of 
these sections were engaged largely either in cultivat
ing grain or in raising and feeding live stock-branches 
of agriculture shown by table xxxvn to be those in 
connection with which the largest relative number of 
hay and grain and live-stock farms were found. 

In the far West the counties with farms of the small
est nverage size were those where irrigation is being 
extensively practiced. The unshaded or unsettled por
tions are sections utilized for the grazing of ctittle, and 
contain the great cattle and sheep ranches, with flocks 
and herds roaming at la1•ge on the public domain. 'l'he 
counties east of the Mississippi River showing forms 
of an avemge size exceeding 160 acres were comptn·11-
tively few. They represent, in some eases, counties with 
much very poor or uncultivable land, and in others, 
large stock and grain farms which have not been so 
generally subdivided as in neighboring counties. 

PROPERTY OF FARMS OF SPECII!'IED AREAS. 

Table xxxrx gives the number of farms of 10 speci
fied areas, the total value of all farm property, and its 
average v~lues per farm and per acre. The lo.wost aver
age per farm was $1,055, for farms of 10 and under 20 
acres., and the highest, $33,156, for farms of largest 
area. With the exception of the group of 10 and under 
20 acres, the averages form an unbroken ascending 
series from the smallest to the largest farms. 'l'he 
farms of less than 3 acres had a higher average value 
than those of any other group of less than 50 acres, 
which is due to the fact that it contains most of the flor
ists' establishments and kindred farms with valuable 
land and buildings. The average per acre, with a single 
exception, decreases with the increased size of farms, 
being $1,124.43 for the smallest and only $7.82 for the 
largesb farms. 
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TADLE XXXIX.-TOTAL AND AVEHAGE VALUI~S PER 
FARM AND PER ACRE, JUNE 1, moo, OF ALL FAUM 
PROPlntTY, FOB. FARMS OF SPECil!'IED AREAS. 

F.ARMB c1,Ass111rnn uv ARI~A. Numbor 01 
farms. 

VAI.i:m 01~ AT.I~ PAHM 11ltffPI~nTY. 

Avemgo. 

Tott1l. 
Por form. Pllr ncrn. 

All !nrma.. •• . . . • • . . . . • fi, 739, 6li7 $20, 5H, 001, H:lH $!1, 57'1 $2ol, SD 

lJJH1flr3 .................... . 
B uml \11\(\or 10 ............. . 
10 and 1m!lcr 20 ............. . 
20 1111rl 11111hir 50 ............ . 
flO 1md unchir 100 ........... . 
100 nnrl untll\r l 71i ......... .. 
175 1md unclor 2(\0 .......... . 
260 1\lltl mHllll' fiOll ••••••••••• 
500 llnd 11111\er 1,000 ......... . 
1,000 11nd over .............. . 

41,882 
220,fi<H 
407,ffl2 

1, 2fl7, 78fi 
113GO, H\7 
1, 1122,328 

•lUO,rnl 
377,Ull2 
102,fi.17 
•17,270 

R9, •101, 102 
250,37:1,•tr.8 
420, 50ll, 011 

1, mo, 100, na2 
B, 4H, 27ti, o.~tl 
I\ 721, llBO, 2t\2 
s, oual um, :m.1 
a. 1ao1 aon,fi11 
1, 201, OO:l, 8110 
1, fi67, •.188, Olla 

2,um 
l,IUfi 
1,0fl5 
1,280 
2,40ll 
4,023 
61 all 
8,208 

11, 718 
Btl,l5!l 

1, 124. •JB 
178. lill 

"lfi. 20 
UH. 70 
lH.0:1 
2~.00 
20.Ufi 
2<1.rn 
17. 70 
7.82 

Tabln xr, gives for the gronpH of fm·mi;, datiHHiocl by 
aroa, tho per cont of tho tot.al vttlne of! iill fal.'m prop
ort.y :for each of tho four Hpccilkcl formi; tlrnrccrf. 

TAlll,B XI,.-I'ER 01.:NT OF nm VALlm ()]~ ALL PARM: 
P!U.>l'EH'.L'Y, IN FOlm Hl'EUil<'H;J) FORl\lH 'l'ImREOJI', 
FOB. Jrni-\IGNA'.l'EI> (lUOlJJ.'H OT!' 1''AHM8 CLAHSIFilU> BY 
AiU:A IN AUimH. 

JIAl\MH m.AHHll'llm JIY AllHA. 

All f11rms ................ . 

lTlll\<>l'll ...................... .. 
11 litil\ lllUJl!I' 1\1 .... ., ........ ". 
:tu nrnl urnfor 211 ............... . 
20111111 11111lor f10 ............... . 
60 IUH\ 111111lil' lUO .............. . 
100 111111 n111k1• 17:i ............. . 
J7r11111111m1lt.•1· 2no •••••••••••••. 
2illl 1111cl nn•l1.•r r100 ............ .. 
110011111l 11111h•r :l, OOll ........... . 
1,000 1\111\ OVl)I', ................ . 

F11rm lt1ml, Implli· 
UX<dllNl\'U ll111l1llngH. llWlllH 111111 Uvo Hl<mk. 
or h11lhl· llll\lihlncri•. 

htgH, 

oa. o 

26.!l 
48,.J 
fifl.1 
f1H. 7 
Ot.r1 
{\.[,.[ 
li?.r> 
<18.:l 
1111.U 
o~.o 

17. •1 

80.!1 
!18. 7 
20.0 
211. ll 
21.:1 
rn.o 
rn.o 
Ul.ll 
12. 0 
6. H 

s. 7. 

2. 5 
8.R 
3. u 
4. 8 
4,2 
ll.8 
s.a 
a.~ 
ll.2 
II. 7 

lo.O 

~o. o 
ll.l 

ll. 1 
13.·1 
13.U 
13. H 
1a. 2 
H.\l 
17. \) 
21.ri 

Th<1 pc1rccntl1gc1H of: tho n.hovo tttlifo fol'm a moro or 
le:Ml rogultu· 1o1odos for oach oli tho clnt11o1os of farm prop
erty. Tho per cnnt of tho valno or land wuH least :for 
the Hmallest farms ftncl rises in an unln·olrnn soriei; to 
formi; containing 200 nnd under 500 ac1•oi;, ttntl thoro· 
ltftor decrettHCi:l. Tho decrease in tho laHt two groupH 
u.rities :from the fact that thcs(\ litrgo forn1H were mostly 
1ivo-st.ock farms containing rnnch vory ehrntp 11ind 1mcl 
lmving- thereon l!irgn numbers of li vo Htock, 1.t.~ Hhown 
by thn pcrconhig·eH in the hist llolumn of tlrn table. 

Tho porccntttgei; for tho value of 1>nildings aro 1J1·1w
tirn1ly tho rcwo1so of thotio :for htnd va hrns, being 11ugost 
for fttrms with B ttnd under 10 aereH tind l:!mnllmit :for 
thost~ with a.rems of over 1,000 acros. '.l'ho lowor por
centngo for buildings 0~1 farms with less thu.n 3 acres 

than for those on farms with :from 3 to 10 acres, 1s due 
to the innlusion in tlutt group of nrnny mnches in 
the W ei;t with headqrntrtorn on Hnrnll farms ttnd using 
tho publie clonrnin for the gmzing of livo stock, For 
such farms tho vttlm\ of nninmls wits greater tlum thnt 
of hmd or hnildings, and for some, ospocin.lly sheep 
rmwhes, no land or buildings wore reported. 

]for tho reasons jrn;t shtted, the rolutivo value of live 
stock was very large :for tlrn group with le1:1s thun 3 
ttcres. It waH smallotit for tho group with 3 itncl less 
tlmn 10 twro1o1, 1tnd riHes in nn nn brolrnn st\rimi, with lint 
two slig·ht excoptionH, to tho forms of l!trgest m·o1t. 

Thero 1iro no very stl'iking v1iri11tionH in the percent
ages :for tho value of implmnonts 11nd mn.ehi.nery. The 
mttximum is for forms of 20 to 50 acres, n.nd the 
minimum for thoi;o under H acres. 

I,AND AND HUILllTNOH cm l!'Altl\tS mr 8l']•}OIJ!'rnD Alt!CAS. 

'.L'tthln XLI presents the values of: :forrn lnnd nml buikl
ings, with tho por ctn1t of tho totltl roproi;entod by the 
vn.lnn oi: huilclingH. 

'fAnr.ra XLI.-V.ALUI>: 01!' LAND AND BlJIU1lN(~8, .HTNE 
1, l\JOO, OP l!'Alrll'lR OF Rl'ECIFilm AH.BA IN AGlrnR, 
WI'r!I l'Ii:ltOIGNTA<H~H. 

T'Al\MH ll!,AHH!Jo'lllll \. 'l'ollll. 

JIY AI\Jo:A. I-•-'' . 
~'nt11l •••• , , •• , • $JO, 07·1, G\lO, 217 

Uud11r3 ............ . 
:i 1111111111111\t• JO ••••••• 
lli l\llll lllllltll'20 ...... 
20 l\lll1111Hh•l' fi() •• , , • 
fiO 11111l 1111<lm• lOO ••••• 
100 1111<1 11111h•1· l 7fi ••• 
11r1 1m1l 11w1t•r 211u •.• 
2li0 11n<l 11rnl1•1• fillll ••• 
fi01l1Lllll 111Hlli!' 1,UUO. 
1,000 IL!lll Ill'~!' ••••••• 

J,1u11l1mt1 
llll!ll'O\'l'llll\JllH 

(t.•l(t'llf't 
l>111l1llllgH), 

211, 532, 17'1 
121, Oll3, 287 
~an, w1, 110 
ll·H 1 fl!.!r).2fff> 

2,ll\lH,2fi7,l\l\i\ 
3,l1H3, r'7ll,•JH$ 
2, 0H1, mu, mr, 
2, 142, liH, 11Kll 

HU·l,·l~ll,Hll 
u7~,m~,n1H 

lhtll<llngs. 

27, 3Gll, 7(18 
90, IJH0, 9{13 

llIB, [>811, U/111 
RRU, lilli, 002 
no,mx,.1r~1 

11 O'ill, 92H, 907 
•.tu<i,r..tfi,IM 
•1~!fl, \l7H, 17·1 
H:l,Hlii,f>.l\l 
rn11,mH,r.ir1 

J'(1t (Hmt. 
!11 huihl· 

Inga. 

53.8 
•H.5 
Sii.2 
211.7 
2fl.7 
21.0 
lU.l 
lii.li 
lG.2 
u.u 

'l'lrn most notoworthy fact. tlisclmwd liy thh1 tlthle is 
tho great roliitivn valnn of huiklings upon farmH of sm11U 
itren, n.nd their 8lllttllm· roltiti\rn v11lun upon farmH of 
lnrg<1r 1irm1. For tho Uni tnd Stn.toi; the vnlue oJ 1 milcl
ing8 represo11tec1 21A per en11t of tlrn v1ilne of nll farm 
fancl 11nd improvomnntH. Of the :fn.rm8 under 3 acres, 
lho v1tlnn of lmildings comititntcd 5H.8 p<'r eent, 1ind of 
tho forms with l,000 acres and over, only n.D per l'.c:mt. 
'l'bo perccntrtges form tlll unbroken closconding i;m'ios 
frorn far1mi of Hlllttlles!i to those of lttrg·ost ttron. 

'.rnblo xr.u givoH the number o:f farms in tlrn V!trions 
groups cbs8ilfocl by !tn~n., tho nmnber.and pot· t•tmt o:f 
those with brdlclings, ltncl the 1ivemge valuo ol' ln.n<l 1ind 
buildings. 



Iii S'PATISTIOS OF AGHICUVI1UHK 

TABLE XLII.-NUMBER OF FARMS, .TUNE 1, 1900, AND 
NUMBER AND I'El~ C:EN'l' OF 'I'HOSE WITH BUILDINGS, 
'\\'ITH AVERAGE VALUES OF LAND AND BUILDINGS, 
I<OH FARMS OF SPECIFIED AREAS IN ACRES. 

NU1!l\EI\ OP l'AllMS. 

l'.\.l\MS C!,ABRIFIICD 
llY .UtE.~. 

'.l'otal. 
With 
lmilcl
ings, 

Per 
cent 
with 
lmiM
ings. 

~-- JI Bu~~ing,, 

' '[ Jler 
Per Per Per iurni 

farm. ncrc. ! f1u·m. ~;A\~L I ing8. 

------ -·-- ----- --; -,-· --
'futnL_ ............ f>, 73i\ ();)7 fl,[1:17, 7~H UO.fi $2,~8fJ $15. flO i $620 $tH3 

----- ·~--- -·~-- ~= --- -----
Undc>r3............... 41,88:!. 31i,1'13 
3 nn<l nn<ler 1()........ 22il, 5tiJ 2(17, 751 
1!l111111 tm<ler20 ....... 407,012 m1,222 
201mll lHulerfi0 ......... 1,2r>7,785 l 1 HH 1 8fii 
50 t1111l umler 1\lll ...... 1, a1;1;, 1U7 1, 327, 31lG 
1ur1 nnll m11kt1if> ..... 1, 42'2, 3'28 1,.398, u;,n 
l7fi tllHI m111er~liO ..... ·lUll, 10.j -1X~,-019 
2l\01\t11lnnl\crMlti ......... H77,UIJ2 U72,85-1 
[1llllnl\(\undet•l,OllO .•. JU2,"-17 100,577 
l,OtlU nud ovur .......... ~ ··171 270 .:J5,·1~J2 

Sll.B 
\JI. 7 
m.~ 
U5.0 
07.1 
mi .. 1 
UH. fi 
OH.G 
98.2 
Uii.l 

r11;2 ~11n. m I 
n:.M BG. 85 ; 
f1~2 ·11. <17 I 
7fil 'tl.U ', 

1, 5;1(} 21. 28 
2,590 1~.12 : 
·1, ~fiU 20. 21 
fi,(;fl9 lti. ii2 
7, H4·l 11. Hii 

20, 67~ ·1. 8;) 

f>ii3 
428 
3lti 
wi 
o:u 
"i'..!A 

1,007 
1, 127 
1,403 
2,2fll 

7m 
467 
l\-lll 
\118 
fli7 
73\l 

1.o~a 
1, J.l:! 
1,.1~8 
2,8fi3 

The per cont of form:-; with lmildings was lower for 
those of less than 3 acres than for any other group, being 
8G.3 per cent. For forms with ·3 uud undm· 10 acres the 
corr<•.:-;ponding per cent was ()1. 7, 1wcl for those witb 10 
and nuder 20 1ieres, 01.2. :For a11 other groups it wns 
considembly higher, being ll5. 0 for gron ps of farms 
with 20 to 50 acres, and highest, ns. G, for the group 
with 2()0 to 500 :lCl'CS. 

The avcrng·e value of land per fann was lowest for 
farms with 3 nnd under 10 neres, nncl risel:l steadily l'rom 
fa1·m8 o-f that size to those of largest nrea, aud wns al:,10 
cxcccrfod l)y those under 3 acres. The vn1ne per acre 
1csccnds in an unliroken series, with lmt one slight. 
exception, from the smnllest to the largrn;t :farnm. Tho 
wcrng-e value per acrn of the snrn.llest. fnsms was $2HG. 07, 
u1d of the larg<~l'it, $:1:.85. 

The avemgc Vltlue of builcling·s per form reporting 
wn.-> $~HS for forms with 20 m1c1 uncler 50 nere:,;, and 
rises to $757 for those "~ith less thnn 3 acres, and'to 
$2,35:3 for those. with 1,000 acre:-i and over. 

IMPI,El\lENTS AND MACIIIN:ERY, AND LIVE STOCK ON 
FARMS 01!' Sl'EOil!'rnD AJUMS. 

Table XLHI shows the total vt1luc, and the average 
values per farm and per acre, June 1, l!ll)O, of imple
ment::; nnd machinery on farms of specified areas. 

T,rnm XLIII.-TOTAL VALUE, AND AVERAGE VALUES, 
Pl~R FARM AND I>EH ACRE, OF FARi\f lMPLElVIENT8 
AND MACHINERY, JUNE 1, HJOO, FOR FAH:llS OF SPECI
FIED All,EAS IN ACRES. 

Y.\J,lJH CW Il'lfl1!JE:'itEN'fS .AND l\IA· 
CIIJNlCHY. 

I 

f _ AYernge, 

I Per Per 
Tutnl. 

fn.nu. ncre. 

'.l'otal • . . . .. • . .. . . . .. . . 5, 739, 657 $7!11, 261, 500 $133 $0. 90 

Per 
cent of 
yulue 

of 
limrl. 

5.S 

Unrlor3 .................... ·11,882 2,192,09G 53 27.57 9.3 
3 and m11ler 10 ............. 22ti,GM !1,411, 31l3 42 G, 71 7.8 
l0m1d under~O ............ ·1Ul,lil'2 1fi,Hll8,575 41 2,9fi 7.1 
20nnd uu<lerbl.l ..•.•....... 1,~57,785 U8,MH,030 51 1.65 7.3 
fJOnnrl uudet•-HlO ........... l,Bliti,1U7 Hl,878,720 100 1.47 (i.Y 
100 mtrl uml~r 17;) .......... l 4"'' '>''8 2JQ,8:!7, HiO 155 1. 1-1 6.0 
17f1 nud m11ler 200..... ..... '.'90; IO•! toa,_010, 576

1 

211 1. 00 5. 0 
2fi0 aml 1m<let' 500 .......... an, \l\12 g9,48G, %9 2ll3 o. 77 4. 6 
5UO rutrl under 1, 000 . ... . • .. lU~, r,47 38, 5Y!l, 330 377 O. 57 4. 8 
l,OOOltndover •... ~~=__:~70 ~- 57,770,742 f 1,222 ~---~ 

The a.vemge values of implements and machinery per 
farm and per ac1•e vnry in a manner similar to those for 
land. The average per farm was lowest for farms with 
10 ancl under 20 acres, increasing steitclily in both direc
tions to those with smallest itncl with largest areas. 
The iwerage for farms under 3 acres was $53; for farmB 
of 10 and under 20 aeres, $±1; for farms of 1,000 1wres 
.• ind over, $1,222; and for n.11 farms, $133. Tho avcmgc 
per acre. shows decrmises in a.n unbroken series :from 
:farms under 3 acres, where it was $27. 57, to the largest 
:farms, for which it was only $0.20. 

The peret~ntages also form a series of the same gen
eral character, but exhibit less marked variations. 
The implements and machinery on forum of loH:; than 
3 acres had a value equal to 9. 3 per eent of the value 
of land with improvements, excltrnivc of lmilding-s. 
For farms of from 260 to 500 1wrcs the corre::;ponding i1~r 
cent was 4. G, n.nd for farms with over 1,000 ncres, 5. D. 

Table XLIV shovrn the tot1il value, mHl the iivcmg-e 
values, per farm and per acre, of live stock, .Tune 1, 1000, 
for farms of ::;pecified areas. 

TABLE XLIV.-TOTAL VALUE, AND AVEHAGJG VALUES, 
PER FARl\1 A.ND PER ACRE, OF LIVI~ STOCK, .JUN1~ 1, 
1900, FOR FARl\lS OF SPECIFIED AH.EAR IN ACH.ES. 

===============o=====~~~-:._--=:...--:::::::.::-:-::::~::::::::: 

l'AIU!S CJ,ASSIFIEr> BY AREA, Number 
of farms. 

Y A.I.UE O l~ A 1,1. I.I\' g HTOt:l\, 

'l'ot11l. 
Ve1· ! l'cr 

form. I 1wrc. 

------------1---- ---·--- -----
All fltrn1s ................... . 

Under 3 ....................... ~ .. .. 
3 n.ucl nn<ler 10 .................. .. 
10 n.ncl nuder 20 .................. . 
20 and unclcr 50 ................... . 
50 nn<l nuder 100 ................. .. 
100 rmrl urnler 175 ................. . 
175 1md under 200 ................. .. 
2GO anc1 nndel'fi0ll ................ .. 
500 ttnd undm• 1,000 ............... . 
1,000 ttnd over ................... .. 

5, 739,657 

41,882 
22G, 564 
407, 012 

1, 257, 7M5 
1, 31iG, 107 
1, 422,328 

4UO, 104 
377, 9U2 
102,5'17 
•17,276 

$3, 078, 050, 0'11 

36, 316, 0!14 
22, 88i, 8-15 
47, •JOll, 211 

21l\,·1\\l, .\Ofi 
4·1·1, 501, 3li6 
788, 204, IM2 
408, 77U, HlG 
4fi8, 317, 728 
214, 767, 770 
430, 23·1, 188 

$iian I $3. liG 

807 4liG, 71\ 
101 lil. 32 
116 ll.30 
17':1. (;,'21 
325 4.r11 
5;;.J 4.09 
R~H ~\,Q(j 

1, 230 3.Hl 
2, 004 3. lfi 
9, 101 2.15 

The veTy large average values of live stock per farm 
and l)er acre in the group of farms with less than 3 ~cres 
is another indication of the presence in this group of 
rnnchea using the public domain, the operators of which 
actually owned or routed less than 3 1wres o:f the land 
they used, and of dairies in or near cities, with cows 
kept in barns, or pastured on the unfenced lots, to 
which attention ha~ been called in the discussion of 
tables xxxm, xxx1v, and xxxvI. \Vi.th the exception 
of this group, the average value of live stock per farm 
rises in an unbroken series from the snmllest to the 
largest-from $1Ql for farms with 3 and unclcw 10 
acres, to $9,101 for those wifh 1,000 acres mid over. 
For farms wjth less than 3 itcres the average per farm 
was $8G7, and for :farms of all sizes, $536. 'l'he iwer
ages per acre form an unbi·oken descending series from 
the 1-nnallest to the hwgest, fanns, ranging from $4:56.76 
for those with less than 3 acres to $2.15 for those with 
1,000 acres ·and over. The average per acre for all 
Ittl'lllS WH.S $3. 66. 



l!'ARlVIS CLASSIFIED BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME. liii 

More detailed statistics relating to the number and 
character of farms of less thn,n 3 acres arc given in 
tables CXLVII 1111d OXLVIII. Ta.hles CCXII and CCXIII give 

additiorn11 information pertaining· to farms of less than 
3 acres that were operated in connection with sheep 
ranchos. 

FARMS CLASSIFIED BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME. 

NUMBI<JU 01!' FARMS OlJ' SPECIFIED l'RINOII'AL SOUHCES 
01!' INC011rn, BY Gl~OGRAPIIIC DIVISIONS. 

· Table XLY presents 11 brief Hummary, by geogmphic 
division,.,,, of tho number of farms of specified principn,l 

sources of ihcome. Table XLVI gives the peT _cent of 
the number of farms in each group, fl.Ccording to 
principal source of income, for the United States, and 
for each geographic division. 

TAm,g XLV.-NUl\:IBER· OF PARMS OF SPECIFIED I'HlNCIPAL SOUIWES OF INCOME, JUNE 1, moo, BY GEOGRAPHIC 
. DIVISIONS. 

GEocmAPHIO 
lllVISlONS. '.!'otal. Live 

stock. 
D11iry To· 

produce. bacco. Cotton. Rice. Sug11r. 
Flow- Nurs

ers ery 
and prod-

pl1tnts. nets. 

-------!·----·- -------------- ---.- ------------------------
'rhc Oultt•d St1tteH. 5, 780, c.m l,810,liflll 1rm,80S 82,170 l,fifi.J, 714 8:i7,ft78 rnri,212 l, 071, 5'J5 5, 717 7,3<14 0, 159 2,029 441 512 1,059,416 

·---- -~-·~-- -·------ =---- -·--~ -------------· ---
NOl'th Atlnntlo......... 077,fiOG 
South Athrntk......... 9fi2, 225 

79, or.a •J.l,lJ.11 rn,762 171, 139 17-1, 910 5~803 ... 332;riiio· "2;:i67' 
123 3, 237 490 ......... .......... 178,342 

20, 007 135, 109 
North Central.......... 2, rnn, f>IJ7 

Hll, ll71> 11, 2H2 11, G71 47,82•! 305 318 159 ........ . ~ ....... 2'1<1,183 
•l7,f>79 916, 907 108,403 79/l, 98f> 20,331 836 ........ ......... 

South Ctmll'lll. ......... 1, Uf18, lli6 
Wl1Mlll'n................ 242,00H 

~o, u21 2,248 .. 2;oio' l,2fi8 l,971 289,438 
22·1, 9Hfi 22,2fll H, llG 271, (llf> 3.1, 9·10 '12,00~ 730,612 4,588 27'! 287 ~ ....... ........ 309,580 

11, 920 60, 7-Jfi 
Alnskti mul lln w11Jl • • . . 2, 285 

71,8GO 22,f)f)\) 27, 620 ............ ····500· 000 359 241 ""'44i" ""5i2' 37, 693 
110 100 2 ur. 8•1 22 170 ......... ........ 179 

TAm,1i XLVI.-l'El\ Ol~NT OF Tirn NUMBER OF FARl\ffl Oli' SPECIFIED PRINCIPAL SOURCES OF INCOME, JUNE 1, 1900, 
BY GEOGRAPHIO DIVISIONS. 

<mmJltAl'J!IG JHVIS!ClNR. 
IIl\y nml Vegel>i· . Llvo 1Jaii To- Flowers Nursery Mlscel-

grt\!n. blcR. Fruits. stoek. ~t~e. · bncco. Cotton. Rico. Sngnr. pl;,~~s. products. T11ro. Coffee. l~~i-

----------------------·------------.--·---------
'l'lHl Uultocl Btnte.~ .................. . 23.0 2.7 1. •J 27. 3 6.2 1.9 18.7 0.1 0.1 D.l ( l) (l) ( ') 18.li 

====-=========:::= 
North Atlnnt!c ........................... . 
SonthAtlnntlc .......................... .. 
Nnrlh !:cmlrnl ............................ . 
Bm1lh CcntmJ ............................ . 
Western .................................. . 
Alt1ska all<l lb\Wnii ...................... . 

11.8 0.5 2.9 25.S 25.8 0,8 '""ii·i.'6" \;l 0.5 0.1 ........ ......... 26.S 
15. 2 8.1 l.2 14.1 1. 2 5, 0 0.2 (1) w ........ ........ 25.4 
86. 8 2.2 0.9 •ll. 7 4.9· O.b 0.1 .... o:r 0.1 0.1 ········ ........ 18.2 
IS. o 1.3 0.5 10 .. 1 2.1 2.5 4•1.4 o, 8 <l1 ........ ........... 18. 7 
29. 0 •J. 9 9.S 28.7 11.4 (1) ... (if" ... 2i."9" 0,4. 0.1 ........ ~ ....... 15.5 
0.1 4.8 5.1 8.7 1.5 1.0 7.4 ........... ............ 19.8 22.4 7.8 

1 Less thnn one-tenth of 1 per cent • 

. The most numerous c1u.ss shown in fables XLV and 
XLVI is tho,t clesignn.tecl as live-stock farms, which com
prised 1,504, 714 forms, or 27.3 per cent of all in the 
United States. The three next largest classes, the only 
others reporting over 10 per cent of the total number 
of farms, are the hay nnd grain, cotton, and miscella
neouH farmH, with 23.0, 18. 7, and 18.5 per cent, respec
tively. The next ln.rgcst class is that of dairy :farms, 
containing G.2 per cent. Vegetable or market-garden 
farms constituted only 2. 7 per cent of the total num
ber o'f form!:!; tobacco :farms, 1.9 per cent; and fruit 
farms, 1.4 per cent. No other dass of farms contained 
more than one-tenth of 1 per cent of the total. 

Live-stock farms were relatively most numerous in 
the North Central division, which also contained the 
largest per cent of bay and grain farms. These two 
classes of farms constitutetl 78.0 per cent of al1 :farms 
in that division, and in addition 13.2 per cent were 
miscellaneous :farms, which received the greater por
tion of their income from hay and grain and live stock. 
Live-stock farms were l'Clative1y more than one and 
one-half times as numerous in the North Central divi-

sion as in the Western division, and the value of live 
stock: on such farms was over four times as great in the 
:former as in the latter. 

Table XLVI shows that the hay and grain farms out
numbered the live-stock farms in the Western division, 
while in the North Central, the reverse was true. This 
apparent anomaly is due to the fact that ,the large 
Hve-stock ranches of the West, as a rule, produce 
but little hay and grain, the greater portion being 
purchased :from the small farmers, many o:f whom 
make use of irrigation. These small :farms are becom
ing relatively numerous, and obtain a sure and increas
ing income from the cultivation of hay and grain to be 
sold to the large ranches, o:i,: to be fed to cattle or sheep 

' of their own rafaing. }formers with small holdings 
have secured a foothold through the use of irrigation, 
and by its aid have weakened the power o:f the mo
nopoly which the wealthy cattlemen once exercised 
over the great plains. One evidence of this fact is 
furnished by the considerable percentage o:f hay and 
grain, vegetable, :fruit, dairy, and miscellaneous :farms 
shown in the Western division.· Jn 1900 these five 
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classes of fa1·ms together comprised 70. 7 per cent of 
all farms in that division, while the live-stock farms 
constituted only 28. 7 per cent. If the :figures for 1890 
were available, large relative increases in the numbers 
of all these five classes of fatrrns and a corresponding 
decrease in the number of live-stock farms would 
unquestionably be shown. 

'l'he most numerous class of farms in the South Atlan
tic and South Central states was that devoted to raising 
cotton. The cotton farms in the former division con
stituted 34. 6 per rent, and in the latter 44A: per cent, of 
all :forms. "Tobacco farms were relatively more numer
ous in the South Atlantic thttn in the South Ccntrnl 
states1 and yet they constituted only 5.0 per cent of all 
farms in that division. Neither livecstock: nor bay and 
g'rain farms were one-hnlf as numerous as the cotton 
farms in either of the Southern divisions. 

The per cent of dairy, sugar, rice, and fruit farms is 
very small in both of these clivisions. Such farms are 
very highly developed in some seetions, but as yet con 
stitnte only a snmll proportion of nll farms in the South
ern states. The nmrlrnt garden bnsinoss of the South1 

although inconsidemblo in comparison with tlmt of the 
North as indicated by tho per cent of veget1thle farms 
for the two sections, is ru pidly becoming of importance. 
A considerable growth may be expected in tho:,;e special 
brunches o:f 1tgricu1tnre in the near future, when the 
land which is espcr.ially adttpted to the growing of fruit 
and vegetables has been brought undel' intcmdve cnlti
vntion and into goocl railroad conununication with the 
great markets of the country. 

The peculitu· agricultural conditions that prevail in 
Hawaii arc reflected in the figures for th11t territory in 
fables XLV and x1.v1. These show thnt rice :forms, 
June 1, HlOO, constituted 21.9 per cent; coffee farms, 

22.4 per cent; taro farms, 19.3 per cent; sugar farms, 
7.4 per cent; miscellaneous farms, 7.8 per cent; live
stock farms, 8.1(per cent; fruit farms, 5.1 per cent; 
and vegetable farms, 4.8 pei· cent of the total number 
o:f farms in the territory. 

Dairy farms were most numerous in the North 
Atlantic states, where they constituted 25.8 per cent 
of all farms, a greater per cent than is shown by mly 
other class except that o:f miscellaneous farms. The 
next largest per cent of dairy farms was in the \''V estern 
division and the smallest in the South Atlantic. These 
percentages, considered in connection with the number 
o:f dairy cows and the per cent of live-stock fnr1m;, 
show that dairying in the North Atlantic states con
stituted the principal business of lL considerable nmnbcir 
of farmers, while in the other divisions it w11s, as 11 rule, 
incidental to other and more important sources of farm 
income. 

The geographic distribution of the v11rious groups 
of farms classi:fied by principal source of income, ns 
shown in tables XLV and xr,v1, should he considl\rcd in 
connection with the avemge 11re:1 in acres of those forms 
given in tn,ble xLVIII, and with the striking· prcsontation 
of the location of farms of specified areas gi von in Phtte 
17, to which somo considerntion has already lloen gfren. 

FARMS OJ!' Sl'ECIFmD PRINCIPAL SOUIWER 01!' INUOMN 
ur.ASSIFIED BY OTHER CHAHAOTgmsTrcS. 

The percentages of table XLVII show the relative num
ber of farms of specified principn,l sources of incomt\ 
iu the wrious groups of farms clasHi:fied by otlwr 
clrnractcristics. Tables 2, 3, and 4 give the number of 
farms in these various groups. On Plates 17 and 18 
11rc gmphic11lly shown some of the relationR o:f farm-i 
classi:fied by principal source of income, a8 reported 
in 1900. 

T.A.m.:m XLVII.-PER CENT OP THE NUMBER OF FA.RMS, JUNE 1, 1000, OF FOURTJmN SPECIFIED PRINCIPAL SOURCES 
OF INCOME, CONTAINED IN DESIGNATED GROUPS 01!' FARMS CLASSIFIED BY .AREA, BY VA.LUE OF PRODUCTS 
OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, BY Tl~NUHE, AND BY RA.CE OF FARMER 

A.-FAlUIS CLASSIFIED BY AREA IN ACRES. 

GllOUPB OF FAltll!S, 

I I l'Elt VENT OP THE NUM!llm OF FARMS mr Bl'ECIFIE!l Plt!NUIPAJ, soURCB <JI' !NCOMIC. 

ce~ror 1i---,--~---:-----,---..,---.--.,----,---~--.-N--;---'.---....,---
•JJ IT D iry Flo'\'· urs- 'Ii 1 
" ~ 111'(¥ V ego to.- Live 11 '.l'obnc- cry " Rec • 

farms. •• " bles. Fruits. Rtook. pur
0
o
0
(l.- co. Cotton. Rice. Sugur. epr1~n111ts1<10 prod- T11ro. Cotroe. lime. 

grnin. w ucts. OllH, 

-----------------------------------·---------
AU farms ........................... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 

-- --·--- ------· --- -------- _,.,_ ------ -~-- ~~-·-·~ 

Undcr3 .••••••• ··--- ------- ............... o.7 0.1 2.9 2.<l 0.9 l.li 0.4 0.1 2 .. 2 0.7 61.1 6. 0 38.8 9.2 0.8 
811nd under 10 ......................... ". 4.0 2.0 15.3 13.1 H. 6 •1.2 5.5 2.4 17"1 •1. 7 22. 5 12. 0 32.0 89.1 fl. 7 
lOo.nd under 20 ........................... 7,1 4.5 lli.3 10.8 5.2 5.7 11. G 10.5 10.8 8.6 8.0 15.l 10.7 18.4 7.6 
20 nnd under 50 ........................... 21,9 H.4 26.8 27.5 16.5 10.5 2..'i.4 39.8 20. 7 28.5 5.8 21. l 7.0 13.S 21.li 
5011ncl under 100 .......................... 23.8 22.3 19,6 19.:l 24.G 25.4 2·1,4 22. 3 H.2 24.3 - 1.8 19.1 7. 0 li.8 20.G 
100 o.nd under 175 ......................... 24.8 31.5 14,S lS.2 27.1 29. •1 19.8 15. 3 14.2 1'1.0 o. 7 1'1. 9 1.8 •J. 9 !M.a 
175 0.ll(l uudcr2GO ......................... 8.fi 11.5 3.2 3.7 10.0 9.8 7.3 •1.9 G. 9 5.3 0.1 •J. 7 o. 5 B.1 7.ll 
2GOo.nd imdcr500 ......................... G.G 10.•1 2.0 2.6 8.0 5.7 4.5 ll.3 G. 7 5.2 (1) 4.2 o. 9 2.5 11,5 
liOOand undcrl,000 ....................... 1.8 2.5 0,5 1,0 2.4 1.3 1.0 1. 0 3. G S.2 1.6 0.'l 1.4 1.2 
1,000 u,nd over ............................ 0.8 0.8 o. 2 o. •1 1.7 0.5 0.1 0"1 3. 3 5.5 0.4 0.9 2.3 0.4 

1 Lc/l.'l tlum one-ten th of 1 per cent. 
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TABLE XLVII.-PER CENT OF THE NUMBEH OF FARMS, ,JUNE 1, 1900, OF l?OURTmrn SPECIFIED PRINCIPAL SOURCE 
OF INCOME, CONTAINED IN DESIGNATED GROUPS 01~ FARMS CLASSIFII'm BY AREA, BY VALUE OF PRODUCTS 
OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, BY TENURE, AND BY RACE OF FARl\mR-Continuell. 

ll.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY VALUE OF I'RODUC'l'S 01~ 1809 NOT l~ED TO J,JVI~ STOCK. 

i'l~J\ CENi' OF Tllll NUMUElt OF l'AJ\lllS OJo' Sl'IWil'!ED l'lUNCfl'.A!, BOU!lGE 01' INCOME. 

Per 11-------------------·-~·~-----
GlWUl'B OF I'.Allll!S, cent of 

all 
forms. 

H Diii y rr1 Nm·s· -ay Vcgcta· _ Live r 'l'ubac· - • rnv· ei•y 
and blcH. Fmlts. stock. pr?cl· co. Cotton. Rice. Sugnr. 01'8 mHl pmd· 

1.f!AcCl· 
Coffcll. lune· 

(JllS, 
'l'aro. 

grain. uce. phmt~. uetH. 

------------1--- ----- ------------------· ·------ ---- -------- ---
$0 •..•....•.••....••......•..•.•.•••...•.•. o. 9 1.0 0,2 1, {) 0.5 0.1 0.5 0,9 1. •1 0.·1 0..1 Ul r1.S 1.9 
$1 and under $50 .......................... 2.U 3. 5 6, 7 8.'1 1"1 1.2 J.3 2,4 Q,G ~.B o. 7 o. r. •J,3 •J. f> fi,l 
$50 and under $100 •...•......•.•......•... 5.3 fi.2 9.2 fi.3 3. 8 4.8 s.~ 4. 7 13.2 8.8 1.7 l. 7 10.4 10.9 8 ,, 

.~ 

$100 mu\ nuder $2fi0 ....................... 21.8 15. 3 22.3 17 .. 1 20. 7 20.ti lR.5 27.n 18.:l rn.a 6,2 7.H 10.8 29.7 2G,5 
$25011ncl 1mdo1·l),500 ....................... 27. u 20.U 22.9 2a. 1 26. 7 23.0 s:i.1 30,0 1fl .. •1 22.f> 10, f> 11.ll 20. 2 21.2 29, 7 
$fi00 1\n<l nnder $1,000 ..................... 2·1.0 28.1 21.1 2:J.8 25. u 2fi.O 27. 7 20.l 111, 2 25.9 18.S 17.1:1 lfi.O 18.!l 19.9 
$1,000 1tn<l under $2,500 ................... 1'1.5 22.8 13,8 18.1 17.0 20.ti l:J.2 1.7 H.2 17.H 32.1 21).1 1;,s 8..t 7.8 
$'4,500 1uH.l over ........................... 2.7 S.2 3.8 (i.7 •J.O 4.7 1.U 0.6 13.8 M.O 30,1 83.2 2.ri 3.1 0,9 

·-·-----·-·--------··-~-·---~------~··-----------· -------~~-- ---------·----~--

G.-l'ARMS cLAsswmn nY '.r1mu1m. 
•"'-·-----~--·---·----~ -----~-------------

_________ ,. ---------
Owners ................................... 5.J.9 •18.0 00 .. 1 71. 7 GG. \l 08.\l 4-1.G 28 I] ·l·l.2 50.ll 77.3 !i8.4 47.H IH.2 GU.O 
Pttl't OWilCI'R •••• 7.U 10. 7 7. 2 6.fi 10.a 5 .. l 5,·I a. ,1 7.0 8.0 •1.G H.CJ 7.B I{ .j G.•l 
Owners a.ml tenmi.ts:::::::::: ::: : :: : : : : : : o.u o.o 0. 7 0.1:1 1. s 0. 7 1. I\ o. 3 (), •! o. 11 0,(\ 0 .. 1 """iJ.'f.' """:\:f,' 1.0 

~~~r;1rc~~nta·::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1.0 1.1 l.il ·J.0 1.2 1. 7 O.li o. •1 2. 7 r .. 7 2.8 ii.II 0,8 
l:l. l 10.1 JH, !J 7.1\ 7. r. 12.fl 1:1.0 2U. ·i 2.1.2 iri.n lB.2 10. 0 lll:l.fi •ill.11 R. 7 

Sluwe temints ............................ 22. 2 2\.1,2 11. fi 8,0 ]2. 7 10,1:1 :m.o llx.a 21.5 rn.1:1 1. 5 2. 7 f>.U •J.S 16, 2 
• --·-~--~-------···---·~-·~··-------·-·--------------·------ ·--~,---·-~- - - ----.-----·--·--- ---~-------·--------·----- .. -------- ------~---·~--

ll.-PARMS CI,Assrnmn lJY ltACE Ole li'Altl\Ilm. 

------------------·------------·--·--·---
"White .................................... 81l.!l Uf>.fi 89.l \JG. R 07. 7 

.fi{1Ti~:~·::::::::::: :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : rn.o a. o 10.0 2. 7 2.(1 
0 .. 1 o.n (),5 0 •) 0.3 

~~~fu~&fa:~::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ('l (:\ 0 .. 1 o. a 

m 1: fl (ll 
'l (1 

1 Less thttn one-tenth of 1 per ecnt, 

Of the farms of the United States, .June 1, moo, 
4,046,280, or 70.5 per cent, contained from 20 to 174 
acres; 675,458, or 11.8 per cent, contained Jess than 20 
ucres; and 1,017,919, or 17.l'f per cent, contained more 
tlmn 17 4 acres. For mn.ny of the groups of farms 
cl11ssifiec1 by princip11l source of income, the distribu
tion among groups of <lcsig1111tecl are11 shows a general 
similarity with that for all formH. 

Of the 1,310,856 hay and grain farms, 68.2 per cent 
contn.ined from 20 to 174 acl'es; 6.6 per cent, less than 
20 acres; ancl 25.2 per cent, more than 174 rwres. Of the 
1,564, 714 live-stock farms, 68. 2 per cent were in the 
three g-roups with areas from 20 to 17 4 acres; 9. 7 per 
cent contnfoed less than~() acres; and 22.1 per cent, more 
than 174 lteres. Of the 357,578 dairy farms, 71.3 per 
cent had areas of from 20 to 174 acres; 11.4 per oent 
had areas smaller than 20 acres; and 17,3 per cent, 
larger than 174 acres. The tobacco, cotton, rice, sugar, 
and miscellaneous farms were 1111 grouped in the same 
general Wf1Y, the greatest number in each class being in 
the groups with areas of from 20 to 17 4 acres. Of the 
106,272 tobacco farms, 69.6 per cent were in these 
groups, while 17.5 per cent were in the smaller, and 
12. 9 per cent in the larger groups. Of the 1,071,545 
cotton farms, 77.4 per cent were in the groups with 
areas from 20 to 174 acres; 13.0 per cent were in the 
smaller groups; and 9.6 percent, in the larger. Of the 
5,717 rice :farms, 49.1 per cent contained 20 to 174 
acres; 30.4 per eent had less than 20 acres; and 20.5 per 

\)8, I\ 81.7 fill. 7 IH.O H:l. U \JU. G uu.n H.2 Bf>. ·l 110.0 
!.·! rn. a ·W. l 37. 3 -H.1:1 o. n 0,B ll.2 ........ 8.R 
o. l Fl 0.2 o. J 

"""(•\'" 
......... ... 20:.i· .... il:o· 0.3 

fll 
(l) 11. u o. tl .... o:i' t:} ······-· ········ !. fi 0,8 0.1 ll. Ii au.r, .... ~ ... ........ o.:i (),] . ... ~ ... ......... riu.n 20.1 (l 

UJut\llHlillll' pnrt Ili\Wlllilm l\llfl 1 Sonlh S111i I~llllHlPl', 

cont, more than 174, ncres. 0£ tho 7,B,b± Hngn.r farms, 
GG.8 per cont had 1ire1~l:l of 20 to 174 acres; whilo :t .. 1:.0 
per cent were smitllor than 20 1wroR; 1tnd JH.2 par cont, 
larger than 17~1: acres. Or tho mi..,eollmrnonR :f1.trmi,-r, 
72.5 per cent were :found in t;he groupH from 20 to 174 
acres; 14.1 per cont, ]n the groups under 20 acres; and 
13.4 per cont, in the groups over 17 4 acres. 

'l'ho forms devoted to the cultinition of Jlo-wers, taro, 
or coffee ns lt principiil souree of ineomo show n rndi
mtlly different grouping by aron,, Of tlrn Jlorhits' mitah
lishments, Dl. G per cent lmcl 11re:1s o.f: hiss thim 2ll acres, 
mid 8.4 per eent hnd grent.er u.rmis. OJ: the .:fn.rms 
growing to.ro, 81. 5 per eent had arens of lmis tlrnn 20 
n.cres, 1111d 18. fi per cent had larger nron.s. O:f: tho cm:f
fee farms, 70.8 per cont were :forms l\onfainiug H to 49 ~ 
ncres; 9.2 per cent had n.ro11s of loss tlmn 8 acres; nud 
20. 0 per cent contn.ined more thn.u 50 iicros each. 

The vegotltble forms, fruit farms, aud 1rnrsedos wore 
distribute.cl among the groups of different areas in a 

manner intormedin.te between t.he t.wo gene ml cliu,;sos of 
farms already monti.oneL1. Tho three !en.ding· groups 
were thmie with from 10 to !)!) acres. The proportion of 
farms included in these three groups wns 01.0 por oent 
for vegetnble forms, 63. 6 per cont :for frnit :fu.rms, nnd 
55.3 per cent for nurseries. 

In 1899, as shown by Section B of 
1

tlible xLvu, 66.4 
per cent of the farms o:f the Unitod States lrn<l gross 
incomes of over $249 and less than $2,500. The cor
responding percentages :fo1· farms classified by princi-
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pal somce of income were as follows: Hay and grain, 
71.8; vegetable, 57.8; fruit, 65.6; live-stock, 69.6; 
<lairy produce, 68.G; tobacco, 74.6; cotton, 63.8; rice, 
43.8; sugar, 66.2; :flower and plant~ 60. f:l; nmsery prod
uct, 55.5; taro, 42.0; coffee, 46.5; and miscellaneous, 
57.4. Of these classes only florists' estahliHbments and 
nurseries show relatively large numbcl's of forms with 
incomes of over $2,500 each. Of the former, 30.1 per 
cent hitcl incomes in excess of that amount, ttnd of the 
latter, 33.2 per cent. Of the farms not included in the 
foregoing percentages as having incomes of more than 
$249 and less than $2,500, by far the greater number 
had incomes of less than $250. 

Owners operated 54. 9 per cent of rLll the farms in 
the country; part owners, 7. 9 per cent; owners and 
tenants, O. 9 per cent; managers, 1. 0 per cent; citsh ten
ants, 1;3. 1 per mnt; and share tenants, 22.2 per cent. 
Of the h:iy 1tnd grain farms, owners opentted 48.0 per 
cent; part owners, 10. 7 per cent; owners and tenants, 
0. fl per cent; managers, 1.1 per cent; cash ten!tnts, , 
10.1 per cent; and share tenants, 29.2 per cent. Of 
these percentages those for share tenants, managers, 
and part owners are larger than the per cent for all 
farms, while the percentages for owners and termnts 
are the same, and those for owners and for cash ten
ants are smaller. Hence, it miiy be stated that hay and 
gmin farms are to be operated by part owners, man
agers, and share tenants in greater proportion thtm is 
the case with all farms tflken together. The percentages 
of table XLYII indicate, also, that vegetable farms are 
to be operated by owners, managers, and cash tenants; 
fruit farms, by owners and managers; live-stocld:1rms, 
by owners and managers; dahy farms, by owners and 
managers; tobacco farms, by share tenants; eotton and 
rice farms, by cash and share tenants; sugar farms, by 
manageri; and cash tenants; :florists' establishments, by 
owners, managers, and cash tenants; nurseries, by own
ers, pnrt owners, and managers; taro and coffee :farms, 
by cash tenants; and miscellaneous farms, by owners. 
On Plate 17 will be found a diagram illustrating the 
above statements. 

Corresponding relations, shown for farms operated 
by fanners of different races or colors, lead to the de
duction that in 1900 white farmers operated more than 
their proportional number of hay and grain farms, veg
etable farms, fruit farms, live-stock farms, dairy farms, 
:florists' establishments, nurseries, and miscellaneous 
farms, and less. than their proportion of tobacco, cot
ton, rice, sugar, taro, and coffee farms. The negroes 
operated more than their proportional number of to
bacco, cotton, rice, and sugar farms, and less than their 
share of other classes of farms. The classes of farms of 
which the negroes operated more than their proportion 
were those :ruost numerous in the South, where the great 
majority of negroes reside. The percentages, therefore, 
show the effect of locality upon the distribution o:f farms, 
as well as the aptitude of each race for certain branches 
of agric~1lture. 

The Indians reported more than their proportional 
number of lmy and gmin tind vegetable farms, and Je;.;s 
than their share o_f other classes. Jn many parts of the 
West they were engag1xl in mising the staple crops of 
these two classes of forms and selling them to their 
white noighb(ws. 

The Chinese operated more than their proportional 
share of vegetable, fruit, rice, sugar, taro, and coffee 
farms, the first two in all parts of the conn try in which 
they were engaged in agricu1ture, and the last four in 
the Hawaiian Islands only.. 

The .faprmese, Hawaiians, and part 1-fawaiians each 
operated more than their share of the rice, sugar, taro, 
and coffee farms, while the .Japanese operated more than 
their share of :florists' establishments and nurseries. 

AREAS OJ!' FARMS Ol' SPEOIFnm l'IUNOIPAL SOUHOES OF 

INCOME. 

Table 16 gives, by states and territories, the number 
of farms of speeifiecl principal sources of income, the 
acres of rill l:tnd and the acres of improved land contained 
therein, the value of farm property and products, and 
expenditures for labor and fertilizers. Tables xr,vnr to 
LIV, inclusive, contain brief summaries of the lending 
facts presented in 'l'able Hi. Table XLVIII gives the 
principal facts concerning the acres of all hnd and the 
acres of improved land, with percentages and averag('S. 

'.l'AnLE XLVIII.-ACRES OF ALL LAND, AND ACRES OF 
IMPHOVED LAND, .TUNE 1, 1900, FOR FARMS CLASSI
FIED BY l'RINCIPAI" SOURCE OF INCOME. 

Avmn,w~:. 

Per 
FARMS CLASSIFIED BY I'RINCI- Total, Improved. cent 

PAL souncm o~' rncoum. Im- Im-
proved, All provetl land. lancl. 

----
The United Sttitcs. -···· 841, 201, 5'J(j ·114, 793, 191 4~.3 146. 6 72.S 

-·~·· -- ~--

Hay and grain ............... 210, 2·.12, 783 146, 588, 7•17 69. 7 159. 3 111.1 
Vegetables ............ _ ..•... 10, 150, 679 5, 274, 218 lil. 9 G5.1 33.8 
Fruits .................... : ... G, 149,584 8,417, 074 55.0 7'!.8 41. 6 
Live stock ............... ····- 355, 009, 476 134, 748, 135 88.0 226. 9 86.1 
Dairy produce ................ 48, 283, 971 22, 616, 227 52.3 121. 0 63.2 
Tobacco ....... ··-·· .......... 9, 574, 160 5, 628, 277 58.8 90, l 53.0 
Cotton ........................ 89, 58G, 680 45,580, 533 50. 9 83. G 42.5 
Rice .......................... 1, 087, 668 462, 676 42.5 mo. s 80.9 
Sugtir ••••.•.••.• - ............. 2, 668, 880 1, 032, 11.7 38. 7 363.4 140.5 
Flowers n.nd plants ........... 42, 662 84, 704 81. 3 6, 9 5.6 
Nursery products ........•.•.• 165, 780 187, 459 82.9 81. 7 67. 7 
Taro ............ - ............. 18,922 2, 980 15. 7 •12. 9 6.8 
Coll'e~ ........................ 70,218 H,l'l.S 20.1 187.1 27.6 
Miscellaneous ................ 113, 14•1, 083 49, 255, 921 43. 5 106. 8 46, 5 

The improved farm fond of the United States, ,Tune 1, 
1900, constituted49.3 per cent of the farm acreage. The 
per cent of improved land iri hay 1md grain farms was 
69.7; vegetable farms, 51.9; fruit farms, 55.6; dniry 
~arms, 52.3; tobacco forms, 58.8; cotton farms, 50.9; 
florists' establishments, 81.3; and nurseries, 82.9. These 
farms, therefore, may be said to be more highly 
improved than the average, while live-stock farms with " 
38. Oper cento:ftheir land improved, rice farms with42. 5 
per cent, sugar farms with 38. 7 per cent, taro farms 

, with 15. 7 per cent, coffee farms with 20.1 per cent, 
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and miscellaneous farms with 4:3. 5 per cent, are less 
highly improved thm1 the avcmge. 

The avernge size of 11ll farms in 1900 was HG.fl acres. 
Ft1rms devoted especially to raising vegetables, fruits, 
tobacco, cotton, flowers :ind p1n,nts, taro, and nursery 
products, ttll nvemgcd less than 100 acre1>. '.l'he distri
bution of forms of less timn 100 acres, where present in 
important numbers, is shown upon Plate B. Sugar 
faums contained an iwemge of 303.4, acres, but were 
too few in number to nffcct the average size of :farms 
except, possibly, in Hawitii. The S!tme is true of rice 
and coffee farms. The average areas of live-stock. farms 
and of hay nncl grain farms were mnch larg·er in the 
Western di vision than those for the U nitecl States, l1eing 
77'7.1 acres and 340. 0 itcres, respectively. The avemges 
for these two classes of farms in North r111d South 
Dnkota, and in Kansris ttnd Nebraska, were about the 
same. In these :four states, and in the ·western division, 
these are the farms that cause the large i1verage areas 
per form shown on the maps which indicate the distri
bution of farms by aren. 

PROPERTY OP FAHMS OF SPEOIFIIm l'ltINCIPAL SOURCES 01!, 

INCOME. 

Table XLIX presents the totnl value of al I farm property 
and also the average value per farm ancl per acre of all 
farm land, for groups of farms classified by princip~l 
source of income. 

TAnr,E XLIX.-TOTAL VALUE, AND AVERAGE VALUES, 
PER IrARM AND PER ACRE, JUNE 1, 1900, OF ALL FARM 
PROPERTY, FOR FARMS CLASSIFI,ED BY PRINCIPAL 
SOURQE OF INCOME. 

-
VAr.uE OF ALr. FARM P!tO!'ERTY, 

~'ARMS CI.ASSIFIEl:> BY !'HIN· Numb cl' Averngc, 
Cll'AL SOUl\CE OF INCOME, of farms. 

Total. ------
Per farm. Per 11cre. 

-----
All farms •••••......••. 5, 789, 657 $20, 51'1, 0()1, 838 $3,074 $2<(, 39 

----I:Iay 11ncl grain .............. 1, 310,856 6, 879, MS, 543 1,834 30. 34 
Vegetables .................. 155, 898 546, 921, 965 3,508 53. 85 
Fruits ....................... 82, 176 <139, 933, 714 5,SM 71.M 
Livestock ................... 1, 564, 71'1 7, 505, 284, 273 4, 797 21.14 
Dairy pro<hrne ............... 357, 578 1, 693, 467, 302 4, 736 39.12 
Tobacco ..................... lOG, 272 215, 485, 418 2 028 22.51 
Cotton ....................... 1, 071,515 1, 107, 334, UDO 1:033 12, 3G 
Rice ......................... 5,717 17,83·1, 943 3, 120 10.40 
sugar ........................ 7, 311 150, 426, 23<1 20,483 50. 36 
Flowers und .plants ..••.••... 6,159 52, •102, 419 8,618 1, 229. 72 
Nursery products ............ 2,029 19, 145, 981 9,,JSG 115.49 
Tnro ......................... 441 562,499 1,276 29. 78 
Coffee ....................... 512 1, 932, 91fl s, 775 27.53 
Mlscellancons .•••..••...••.. 1, 059,416 2, 383, 661, 032 2,2li0 21.07 

The average value per farm of all farm property was 
$3,574. lfor the following groups of farms the aver
ages were greater than for all farms: Hay and grain, 
fruit, live-stock, dairy, sugar, florists' establishments, 
nurseries, and coffee farms. The following groups 
had averages smaller than that for all farms: Vegetable, 
tobacco, cotton, rice, taro, and miscellaneous farms. 

The per cent of all farms operated by owners, part 

owner,.,, owners nnd tenants, and managers, comprising 
tho general class of owners, was 64. 7. The corre
sponding percentages for fruit, live-stock, <fairy, and 
sngrLr farms, and for florists' establishments, and nur
series were as follows: 8:3.5, 80.7, 7G.7, G4.~l, 85.3, and 
87.3, respectively. For toliacco, cotton, rice, nn<l tttro 
forms, the percentages were 52.1, 32.B, 5±.3, rmd 5::UL 
In these ten groups the relative nnmher of farms of dif
ferent tcmnres agrees fully with the dednctions mado 
from table xxxvII, nmnely, that in groups of farms with 
large average vnlucs the per cent of farms opemtN~ hy 
owners wits greater thn.n in groups of forms 0£ immller 
averag·e V!Llues and that the opposite ·was trne of trniant
operntecl farms. 

Four chtsses of farms for which the average v1tlnes and 
percentages of farmB opomtcd hy owners rind tenants 
do not fu.lly conforrn to the foregoing deduction 11re hay 
nnd gmin, \'cgetable, coffee, and miscellaneous farms. 
Thl~ first nnd third each show a greater per cent of ten
ant-opemted farms tbn,u might be expectod from their 
relatively high valnc:'l, and the fourth, 11, gTeater reh1tiYc 
nnm1mr of forms opemted by owners than is consisknt 
with its compan1,tively low avcmge valno. The viwin.
tions lml!tnce ono nnother mid leave tho relation betwc011 
the averages for farms of different aro1ts nnd tonmes as 
stn.ted in connection with the discnBsion of fable xxxvrr. 
The explanation of tho exceptions furnished hy hay and 
gmin ttnd veg·efablc farms will be presented in ('.Onnec
tion with thCI discussion of fabler.vu. 

Tnble L gives, for ench of the groups of farms classi
fied by prineipnJ source of income, the per eent of the 
total value of all farm property representod by each o.f 
the four specified forms thereof. 

'l'AIILE L.-PER CENT OF THE VALUE OP ALL FARM 
PROPERTY IN FOUR SPEOI!i'IED FORMS THEREOlc, FOR 
FARMS CLASSIFIED BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF IN
COME. 

================-"===··:=· .. ··=· =· .. =·c·-,"===-= 

Ji'All:MS CLASSIFIED DY PJUNCJPAL 
SOURCE 01' INemm. 

All farms ....................... .. 

Hay and grain ....... , ................. . 
Veget11bles ............................ . 
Fruits ................................. . 
LiVCAtock ............................. . 
Dairy produce ......................... . 
Tobacco ..... : ........................ .. 
Cotton ................................. . 
Rice ................................... . 
S11g11r ..........••....•••...••••....•...• 
Flowers 1111d plants ................... .. 
Nursery prmluctK ...................... . 
Taro .................................. .. 
Coffee .................................. . 
:Miscellaneous ........................ .. 

Farin 
lanr\ \ex-

clns ve 
ofbnfld-

in gs). 

G3. 9 

---
72.8 
GG.3 
72.4 
59. Q 
56.4 
59.8 
03.2 
70. 7 
02.6 
58.'l 
72.5 
75.U 
SL 7 
58.5 

Bull<1-
ings. 

17.4 
---

lB.8 
22.8 
rn. G 
16.0 
25.1 
2·1.8 
lli. 4 
12.•I 
10. 3 
43. 3 
22.3 
H.5 
12.'J 
24.0 

Imp le-
ment8 Live llIHl stoek. m11ehln-
cry. 

3. 7 15.0 
-·--· = 

3,,1 10.li 
S.9 7.0 
S.3 4. 7 
3.1 21.0 
4.2 14.3 
8.8 11.0 
4.3 17.1 
6.8 10.1 

22.•1 4.7 
2.6 0. 7 
2.8 2.'I 
1.2 8.4 
1. 7 4.2 
4.5 18.0 

O:f all the groups of :farms classified by principal 
source of income, florists' establishments had the hirg
est per eent (43. 3) o:f Vltlue of farm property in build
ings. Of the other groups the following had the high
est percenfages: :pairy farms, 25.1; tobaeco farms, 24.8; 
miscellaneous farms, 24.0; vegetable farms, 22.8; and 
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nurseries, 22.3. The lowest percentages were those for 
sugar farms, 10.3; ~nd coffee and rice farms, 12.4 each. 
The expensive machinery used in the sugarhouses of 
Hawaii and Louisiana explains the high per cent (22.4) 
for the value of implements and machinery on sugar 
farms. The largest corresponding pe1: cent for any 
other group was that for rice farms, 6.8; and the 
s1rn11lest for faro farms, 1:2, and coffee farms, 1. 7. 

The largest per cent of farm property in live stock 
was reported hy live-stock, dairy, cotton, and miscel
laneous farms. The perMntages of table L should be 
studied in connection with the figures of the next three 
tables. 

Ttthle u presents, for farms classified by principal 
source of income, the value of form fands and build
ings, with the per cent of the total value in lmildings. 

TABLE U.-VALUE OF FARM LAND AND BUILDINGS, 
,JUNE 1, l!lOO, WITH PERCENTAGES, FOR FARMS OLAS
SIFJED BY PRINCIPAL SOUIWE OF !NCO.ME. 

F~\fiMR CJ.AR81PJHD llY 
111uNCtl'AL :muuc1c 

uI' rncuirn. 
Tot111. 

Lu111l with im-
provmnm1ts ll .111 (exeept lrnll<l- m c ngH. 

illgH), 

Per 
cent ln 
builrl
ingH. 

------------- ------- --------- ---
'fotnl •••..••...•. $Hi, fi74, G90, 2·17 $13, 114, 402, 050 $3, 5tl0, ms, llll 21. 4 

Hny 1mcl gmin •.••.... 
VegclnbleH ........... . 
l~rllitH ............... .. 
Live "hwk ••..•.•...... 
Dairy produce ........ . 
'.l'oha<,co •.•••..•••••••• 
Cotton ••••••.••..•••••. 
Ilit~e . ................. . 
Sl1gnr ..•........... .... 
l"ltiwm• aml plnnts ... . 
NnrHery pruductH ..... . 
'1'11rn •••.•••••••.••••••• 
Coffee •••.••..••••••••. 
:MlscelhuwuuH ........ . 

r;1 .ms, 052 1 mu 
.rn7, 32a, 2011 
'JO I, U-lli, IU3 

n,mn1 7fi7,220 
11 8791 U40, fi.JO 

182, 322, 8HO 
870, il7fi, ,178 
14,811, 7GO 

10\l, 7'18, U5U 
flO, 70S, H71 
1S, 1'l·l, 073 

fJ081 r>UO 
1, RIB, U30 

1, U08, a:.!5, 182 

4, 610, fiR9, \l23 
SH~, :J50 1 17•1 
31R, 6f>3, 083 

4, ·l!l3, 003, MB 
~)5·1, 380, 210 
128, mm, tJ20 
700, 2i3, (l31 
12;fill-J, 1\70 
U·l,21~,lM 
28, 02-J' 715 
rn, s~o. 1\20 

'J20, 800 
1,fiiR, 710 

11 305, ·1~8, 728 

---------~----~-------'------'-

lG.1 
25.-0 
21.:! 
21.1 
30.8 
2~). ~3 
Ul.5 
J.J.!J 
1·1. 2 
1·1. 7 
23.f> 
lll.1 
13.2 
2!l.1 

The percentages for buildings in table LI present the 
smne general Vftria.tions as are shown in fable L. They 
arc brgest for _florists' establishments, dairy, toba.cco, 
and vegetn,ble farms, and lowest for cofl'ee and rice 
farms. 

BUILDINGS, I:MPLEl\IENTS AND :1.IACHINERY, AND LIVg 

STOCK, 01!' FAHMS OP SPJWIFIED PHINCIPAL SOUIWES OF 

INCOl\IE. 

Table LU gives the number Of farms in the various 
groups classified by principal source of income, the 
number a,nd percentage of those with buildings, and 
the average value of the land itml buildings. 

TABLE LIL-NUMBER OF FARMS, AND NUMBER AND 
PER CENT OF FARMS WITH BUILDINGS, WITH A VER
A.GE VALUES OF LAND AND BUILDINGS, JUNE 1, 1900, , 
FOR FARMS CLASSIFIED BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF 
INCOME. 

NUMBER OF FARMS, A\'EUAOE VALUE Ill'-

Lnnd. Buildings. 
FARMS CI~AEIIFIED BY 
PRINCIPAL SOURCE Per 

OF INCOME. 
'l'otnl. With @nt Per 

buildings. with 
build- Per Per Per form 
in gs, farm. ncro. farm. with 

build· 
lugs. 

·--· ---- ----
Totnl ......... 5, 730,657 5,687, 731 96.fi $2,285 $15.fl9 $020 $643 

-=~-=·-:::::::.:: -·----- -- --~- ----
Hny iind gmin ...... 1, 319, 856 1,242, 00·1 9-1.2 3,•103 21. 93 669 711 
Vegut!1bles ......... lfiii, 898 H9,8R6 96.1 2,325 35.ll9 801 833 
J!'t"llltR ............. , R2, 176 78, 297 05.3 3,878 51.82 1,050 1,102 
J.,i\•e stouJ.c .......... 1,fi6-l,7H 1,53(),2.Jl 98.2 2,871 12.66 7()6 780 
Dairy produce ...... :-m7,578 351, 7'17 98.4 2,G69 22.05 1,100 1,210 
~l."'ol>nceo . _ .......... lOH, 272 102, 19,1 90.2 1,214 13.47 502 522 
Cotton .............. 1,071,5'15 1,021, 7M 95.•! 653 7.82 15() lGG 
Rice ................ 5,717 f>, 41'2 94. 7 2,205 11. 59 BHO 408 
Rng1tr ............... 7,SH (),859 93.4 12,829 35. 30 2, llll 2,204 
l!'lowors 1111d plunts. tl, 159 6, 159 100.0 •J,550 606.00 8,083 S,088 
Nurse1·y products ... 2, 029 2,020 99.6 G,8'11 sa. 7:l 2, 101 2,111 
'l'tll'O.- ..•..•....•... ·l-11 3-18 78.9 008 22.IiO 18li 235 
Coffee .............. f>12 487 95.1 8,083 22.48 469 493 
l\Ilsccll1me011s ...••. 1,0iill,416 1,033, 383 m.5 1, 317 12. 33 5.Jl f>54 

The only group showhig buildings for every form 
wus thnt of florists' establishments. The group with 
tho next largest per cent of buildings was mn·Beries, 
with 9H.G. The lowest per cent, 78.9, was that for faro 
farms, and the next lowest, 93.:1:, was that for sugar 
farms. All the larger sugar plantations Imel lmildings, 
the only ones without them being tenant-opemtcd 
farmH, or tracts of lanc1 on t.he larger plantiitions used 
for growing cane to lie sold to 1mgur refiners. 

The average value of all form land was, $2,285 per 
farm, and $15. 59 per acre. This average per farm was 
exceeded by ha)r and g-ruin farms, vegetable farms, 
fruit farms, live-stock farms, ch1iry farms, sugar 
farms, florists' esta,b1ishmcnts, nurseries, and coffee 
farms. The general average per acre was exceeded by 
hay and grain, vegetn,ble, fruit, dairy, sugar, flower 
mid plant, nnrsery, taro, and coffee farms. 

The average value of buildings per farm reporting 
the same was greatest for the florists' establishments, 
where it wns $3,683. The next largest averages were 
those for sugar farms, nurseries, dairy farms, and fruit 
farms, their averages being $2,264, $2,111, $1,210, ·and 
$1,102, respectively. The lowest averages were for 
cotton and taro farms, $166 and $235, respectively. 

Tn.hle LUI shows, for farms classified by principal 
source of income, the total and average value, per 
farm and per acre, of implements and machinery on 
farms, ,June 1, 1900. 
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TAllLE LIII.-TOTAL VALUE, AND AVERAGE VALUE PER 
FARM AND PER ACRE, OF IMPLEMENTS AND MA
CHINERY, .TUNE 1, 1900, ON FARMS CLASSIFIED BY 
PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME. 

FARMS OlulSSIFIED BY PRINOIPA.J, Number of 
BOUl\CE OF INCOME, farms. 

VM,UE OF IMPW!rENTS 
AJ:ID MACIIINEl\Y, 

Avcruge. 

Totnl. 
J'cr Per 

iarm, acre. 

-------------- ---- ------
Total . . . • • . . . . • . . . . . • • • . . . . • • . • 5, 739, G57 $761, 261, 550 $133 $0. 90 

Hay 1tncl gm!n ..................... . 
Vcgetitbles ........................ .. 
Fruits .............................. . 
Llvo stock .......................... . 
Dairy produce .......... : .......... .. 
'l'obncco ......... _ ......... _. _ ...... __ _ 
Cotton .............................. . 
Rice ................................ . 
StlglLl' ...••..••....••.•••....••••••..• 
Flowers 1rnd pln.nl' ................ . 
Nmsery proclncts ................... . 
rraro .................................. . 
CnITec ............................. .. 
:Misc<Jl!ancous ............ - ......... . 

1, 319, 850 
l!IB, 8[)8 
82,17ll 

1,564, 7H 
357,578 
10£1, 272 

1, 07l,D·15 
5, 717 
7,8,H 
G, 150 
2, 020 

4·11 
512 

1, 059, <llG 

218, rl3U, 105 
21, 507, 050 
14, 373, 220 

235,508,104 
71, 010, 2·11 
8, mo, OHO 

47, 874, nm; 
· 1, ~12, 190 
33,651, 170 
1, 81\G, 8~7 

530,8% 
0, 620 

az, a10 
lOG, 5211, 033 

lllll 
l:l3 
1-75 
151 
201 
77 
4ii 

212 
•1,fiS~ 

222 
?.llll 
lfl 
G:J 

101 

1.01 
2.12 
2. 8·1 
0,f>(l 
1.GO 
0.1"'fi 
o.n:i 
1.11 

12.fil 
82.0·l 

a. 2H o. ar, 
O.·lt\ 
ti. U.( 

The most noteworthy avcmgcs were those fo1· sugar 
farms, $4,582 per form and $12.IH pol' iwro; and they 
are explained by the coi:itly machinery in the fow groat 
sug-arhouses. The next hrgost avorngc per farm was 
for nunmrics, $266; and the l.owcst avemg-01> wore for 
taro and cotton fo.rms, $15 and $45, re . .,;pcetivoly. Tho 
highest avemge per acre, $32.0~.l:, Wt\S for ilorists' 'ustllh
lishments. This was nen,rly three times that for sugar 
farms and almost ten times that for nurseries, the two 
next largest. The lowest averages per acre were those 
for faro ancl coffee farms,_ $0.35 and $0.46 per acre, 
L'especti ,-ely. 

In table LIV are given, for farms clttssified by princi
pal source of income, the total value ?f live stock and 
the average value per farm and per acre. 

TADLE LIV.-TOTAL VALUIC, AND AVERAGE VALUE 
PER FARM AND PER ACRE, OF LIVE STOCK, JUNl~ 1, 
1900, ON FARMS CLASSIFIED BY PRINCIPAL SOUIWE 
OF INCOME. 

i'.UtMB CJ,ASSIFIED UY PRINCIPAL Number 
SOUJ!Cll OF INGQ)IE, of forms, 

VAJ,tll~ 01' AJ,l, J,IVE RTOCK. 

'l'ot1tl. 

Average. 

Per Per 
farm. nni·o. 

All fnrmA .................. _. fi, 739, G<i7 $:~. 078, 050, OH $536 $3. nn 

Ifay n111l grain ................... . 
Vcgetnble~ ..................... ~ .. 
li"ruits ............................ . 
IJtvu !4tock ........................ . 
ll11ll'y protl11co ........ - _ ......... .. 
'l'ol>ucuo .......................... . 
CtJtton ............................ . 
llieo ............................. .. 
Hngur ............................ .. 
jcltiWLlrR 1111cl plluitR ............... . 
NtHHl!l'Y pru<lnetH ••••.... , ........ . 
·ruro ............................... . 
(~11f1'00 ••• ·-- ................ -· ...... . 
MiscellnneonH .................... . 

11 :nu, Knn 
lf>l\RUH 
H~, 17G 

1,titH,71-l 
B57,fl78 
lOfl,272 

1,071,fi·lri 
5, 717 
7,BU 
I\, Hl9 
,, 029 
"'.i.11 

ril2 
1, Oi>U, .JlO 

GG7, Oii\I, 827 
38,0lll, 70U 
20,fil·l,llOl 

1, fi78, OlH, SUO 
2.\1,(j(l.[,f1Jll 
211,Dll,fiM~ 

1~~. ll~·l, ·IK7 
1,810, \!\Iii 
7, 021i, 105 

3Hli,Ht\l 
,11i2,orn 

47, ~8U 
Hl 1 G7fi 

aoH, 80\J, 817 

filli\ 
2.[.J 
251 

1.g~~ 
2a;; 
171i 
317 
057 
oa 

228 
107 
mo 
2m 

3.17 a. 1.1 
8,85 
4.45 
li.f18 
ll.fil 
2,11 
1.117 
2.G3 
U.07 
2. 7U 
2.f10 
1.lG 
2.73 

Tho iworagc va1 ne of livu stock pm· :form in the 
United States, .Tune 1, :moo, waH $5r:l6. Thi8 avemg-o 
WHH 11xceedod 1iy throe\ groups on1y-1iv<:.1-Htock, sngnr, 
and clai.1·y famrn-with nverngeH of ltil,()(.JI), $%7, and 
$67U, respt~ctivoly. Tho smnllost uvomgn >Vas that for 
Horists, ostab1iHhments, \l;\63. '1'111~ three <"lasses of :forms 
with the greatest 1.wemg-c:; per twro were the florist.':!' 
establil:lhments, dairy farmt:1) 11ml live-i:itoek farms, their 
averages being $9.07, $5.58, and $4.45. The three with 
smaliest averages per acre were the co1l'eo .farms, rice 
farms, and cotton farms, respectively. · 

FARMS CLASSIFIED BY REPOR'l1ED VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 Norr FED rro 
LIVE S'l100K. 

CH.AHACTER OF FARMS WITH NO REPOfiTED INCOME. 

For the proper cornprehensiou of the tables giving 
the statistics of farms classified by value of produds of 
l899 not fed to live stock, or, as the classification is 
often called in this report, farms clasciifiecl by gToss 
income of 1899, special mention should be made of 
fa.rms without income and of those with very small 
\ncomes, of which there are seveml distinct classes: 

1. Farms that in 1899 snfferecl from some calamity, 
as frost, drought, hail, or flood. Most of the schedules 
reporting such. farms had notations upon them, in 
accordance with instructions to the enumerators, calling 
attention to the cause of absence of income. The same 

. factors were influential also in reducing the incomes of 
many other farms below the normal, and such farms 
appear in the groups with incomes of less than $250. 

2. Many forms without incomes, or with small in
comes, were those of homesteaders in the West. Prac
tically the only crop harvested the first ymu of the set-

tlement of these homesteads was the lmy. cut from the. 
native gmsses. The larger portion of f;hiH hay was fed to 
live stock on the :farms whoro it wail cut, iind, tilt.hough 
this produnt was reported, tlrnrc wm; no income secured 
therefrom by tho farmer. Hence t]30 c1assi1ieation of 
the farm as one wi.thont income; but tho phmse ''with
out ·i ncomc" docs not n.l ways mean without products. 

3. Other farms that n,ppmtr in the talllos as being 
without income :1ro those conc1~rning which the enu
merators fumished very imperfect reports, The sched
ules for these fn,rms, of which there wmc many, usually 
bore the notation that the farm lrnd chcmged hands 
shortly prior to ,June l, 1900, the date of enumera
tion, and that as lt result, the ocenpant n.t the tiurn of 
enumeration could give no information rel11tivo to the 
crops of the preceding yeiw. Of the same general 
character were the live-stock farms using the public 
domain, for which very iwcurate reports we.re obtained 
of the animals on hand, but no reports of animals sold, 
thus leaving the farms with no apparent income. Both 
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TABLR LVII.-PER CENT OF THE NUMBER OF FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, OF EIGHT SPECIFiED VALUES OF PRODUCTS 
OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, CONTAINED IN DESIGNATED GROUPS OF FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA, 
FRINOIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, TENURE, AND RACE OF FARMER-Continued. 

B.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY l'RINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME. 

PEit CENT OF THEl NUMBElR OF F.A.m1s OF SPECIFIED VALUES OF PHODUCTS O~' 
1899, NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK. 

Percentll----,----,-----.----~--...,.---.----,--,

1
---

~~ ~000 
forms. $1 and $1i0 and $100 and $250 and $500 and ;p and $2,500 

llQ. under under under • under under undoi· and 
$50. $100. $260. $500. $1,000. $2,500. over. 

QR<lUPS 01' 1'.1.1\MS, 

~---------------------1----11·------------------------

~ii~~l~~-~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Livestock ................................................................. . 
Dairy produce ...........................•....•............................ 
Tobacco .................................................................. . 
Cotton ..•.................................•.............•....•........••... 
Rico ...................................................................... . 

fiijf ~gf~if~~~~~::: :~: :~: :::~:::: ~ :: :~: ~:::: ::: : : : :~:: :: : : : : : : : ~ ~ ~: ::; ~; • 

23.0 
2.7 
1.4 

27.3 
6,2 
1.9 

18.7 
0.1 
0.1 
0,1 

(1) 
18.5 

2.4.7 
0.6 
2.5 

15.3 
0.8 
1.0 

18.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 

(1) 
36. 7 

27.7 
6.2 
1. 7 

13.0 
2.6 
0.8 

15.4 
0.3 
0.1 

FJ2.2 

22.B 
4.7 
1.4 

19.6 
5.7 
1.1 

16,3 
0.3 
0.1 

flu 

16.1 
2.8 
1.1 

26.0 
li.9 
1.6 

28. 7 
0.1 
0.1 

gi 
22.6 

17. 2 
2.2 
1.2 

26. l 
5.1 
2.2 

26. l 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 

(1) 
19. -0 

26,9 
2.4 
1.4 

29.4 
6.5 
2.1 

15.7 
0.1 
0,1 
0.1 

(1) 
15.8 

36. 3 
2.6 
1.8 

32, 0 
8.9 
1. 7 
6.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 

10.0 

27.4 
S.8 
8, B 

40.0 
11.0 
1.3 
4.1 
o. 5 
o. 7 
1.2 
0.4 
o.o 

C.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY TENURE. 

Owners .................................................................... 54.0 47.0 47.0 51. 6 58.1 55.4 68.3 54.9 50.6 
Part owners ............................................................... 7.9 2.6 S.l 4.•l 5.8 6.6 9.1 18.0 17.0 
Owners tLIH1 ten an ts .....•......•....•.•.•....•....... , .... , ....••......... o. 9 o. 3 0.3 0.3 0.5 O.ll 1.3 1.•1 1.2 

lfn~~1°tt~~i{t'S::: ::::::: ::: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : :: : :: : ::::::::::: :: : : : : : :: : : : : : : : : : 1.0 3. 6 0.9 0.7 0.6 0,6 0. 9 1.6 0.7 
13.1 10. 2 19.2 16.6 14.6 13.5 11.2 10.\l 11.S 

ShtmJ tenm1ts .............................................................. 22.2 29.4 W.5 21l.4 25.9 23.0 19.2 18.2 18.2 

D.-FARMS CLASS11"IED BY RACE 01" FARMER. 

White ..................................................................... . 

~~{w;~1::: :: : :::: ::: ::::: :: ::: : :: : : : : : : : : :: : :: : : : : : :: : : : : : : : : :: : : : ::: :: : : : : : 
Chinese ................................................................... . 

~J.\~~~ff;n·s·:: :::::: :::::::: :::::: :::::: :::::::: :::: ::: ::: :: : : :: : ::::::::::: 

1 Lui;s thnn one-tenth of 1 per cent. 
2 Includes 411 tm·o farms and 512 coffee fnrms in Hawaii. 

The figures of tables xxxvn and LVII illustrate in a 
different manner the obvions fact that unc.lcr ordinary 
circumstn.nccs the size of the farm determines the amount 
of the farm income. The most noteworthy exception 
to this l'Ule has already been given in the discussion of 
table xxxvrr. From table LVII it is seen that the farms 
with less than 20 acres constituted 11.8 1)er cent of all. 
The three gToups under 20 acres included 28. 7 per cent 
of all farmR with no reported incomes; 46.4 per cent of 
those with incomes of less than $50; 41.6 per cent of 
those with incomes of $50 and less than $100; 22.6 per 
cent of those with incomes of $100 and less than $250; 
7.6 per cent of those with incomes of $250 to $500; 2.3 
per cent of those with incomes of $500 to $1,000; 1.6 
per cent of those with incomes of $1,000 and less than 
$2,500; and 3. 3 per cent of those with incomes of over 
$2,500. 

The farms contained in the three groups with largest 
areas constituted 9.2 per cent of all farms, and with 
respect to incomes, fonn a. series the Teverse of the 
foregoing. They contained 8.5 per cent of all farms 
with no reported income; 2.3 per cent of those with 
incomes of less than $50; 2.1 per cent of those with 
incomes of $50 and less than $100; 2.3 per cent of those 
with incomes of $100 and less thai.1 $~50; 4.3 per cent 
of those with incomes of $250 and less than $500; 9.2 

77. 3 67.1 75.0 79. 7 83. 9 92. 0 98.l 99.0 
19.4 30.4 23.9 19,9· 15. 9 6.9 1. 7 O.li 

a.2 2.f> 1.1 {),4 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 
0.1 

m (I~ gl ('~ 0.1 0.1 0.3 

fi~ 1; li (ll ll) ~;\ (1 (1 1) 

•Including part Ra,wrtllan and 1 South Sea Islttncler. 

pm· cent pf those with incomes of $500 and less than 
$1,000; 23.6 per cent of those with incomes of $1,000 
and less than $2,500; and 59.5 per cent of those with 
incomes of over $2,500. 

It will be found that the percentages given in table 
LVII for groups of farms classified by principal source 
of income throw some light upon the exceptional per
centn,ges of table XLVII and upon the avemges of table 
XLIX, to which attention haH already been called. 

Live-stock, dairy, and sugar farms, florists' establish
ments, and nurseries have percentages which arrange 
themselves in more or less regular seriei:~, with the 
smallest in the subgroup with least incomes, and the, 
largest in the four subgroups with greatest incomes, 
as was the case for :farms classified by area, show
ing that, in these classes, the larger farms are the more 
numerous. 

The percentages for tobacco and cotton :farms reach 
a maximum in the subgroup with incomes of $250 to 
$500, and form a diminishing series in either direction 
to the groups with smallest and Ia:i;gest incomes. These 
farms were generally cultivated by negro tenants hav
ing fr01n 20 to 50 acres each, from which they ordi
narily secnred incomes o:f from $250 to $500. Hence 
the arrangement of the percentages for farms making 
the cultivation of cotton and tobacco their principal 
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source of income, as shown in tables xxxvn, xLvn, 
and LVII. The high per cent of cotton farmR with no 
l'eported income is due, as has already been stated, to 
the faulty method adopted by some enumerators of re
po1ting, upon the farm schedules of the large plantaticn 
owners, all the crops grown by the negro tenants. 

The percentages for miscellaneous farms in table LVII 
form a descending series, with the maximum percen
tages for :farms with little or no income. Of farms 
classified by principal source o:f income, miscellaneous 
farms included the greatest proportion of those im
perfectly reported, of those suffering from abnormal 
conditions, such as floods and drought, and also of 
the farms of homesteaders in the West. These farms, 
ther~fore, constitute an exceptionally large proportion 
of the subgroup with no incomes and of the subgroup 
with small incomes. The group of miscellaneous farms 
is that in which were placed all :farms, of which tho 
principal source of income was in doubt; n.nd there 
.was doubt in tbe case of nearly all farms with very 
small incomes. 

Hay and grain, fruit, vegetable, and rice farms lmve 
the minimum percentages in some one of the groups 
with medium incomes; and hay and gmin, and rice farms 
have tho maximum percentages in the groups with 
large areas aud incomes; while fruit and vegetable 
farms show their maximum percentages :for the smaller 
farms. Those four classes contain considerable num
bers of farms very different in cba1·acter and method of 
operation, and the percentages representing the various 
types appear in different places in table LVII, causing 
unexpected irregularities. 

In the Southern states rice is grown on large plan" 
tatio.ns, and in Hawaii on very small ones. In the for
mer tho rice grower seldom has a Rmall income, !tnd in 
the Latter ho rarely reports a large one. The largest 
proportional number of Hawaiian rice farms are found 
in the group with incomes loss than $100, while the rice 
farms of the South are most numerous in the group 
with incomes over $2, 500. . 

The farms deriving their principal income from hay 
and grain are also of two kinds; those upon which 
cereals are grown for sale, and those upon which hay 
is made the principal source of income. The growing 
of grain, as a principal source of income, is ordinarily 
conducted on farms of considerable area and value, and, 
as with all such farms, the per cent operated by owners 
or by salaried managers is largest in the subgroup with 
greatest area, valno, and income. The raising of hay, 
as 11 principal source of income, is sometimes, though 
not commonly, carried on under the same conditions. 
But farms reporting hay and grain as their principal 
source of income were, as a rule, either small, or under 
a very low state of cnltivation. The semi-abandoned 
farµ:is of tho East were nearly all hay and grain farms, 
and wore more frequently operated by tenants than by 
owners, the relation of tho tenant to such farms being 
mainly the work of harvesting the hay, with some slight 

attention to :fences. Therefore, in the classification 
"hay and grain," the grain farms arc largely in the 
su1)groups with greatest incomes, while the bay farms 
are mostly at tho other end of tho series. 

This fact oxph1ins tho anomaly to which attention was 
called in tho discussion of b1bles XLVII and XLIX

that tho hay and grain farms have both an avorn.ge 
Vllluo and a gross income greater than those of al1 farms, 
although including a greater per cent of farms operated 
by tennnts than by owners. The greato: average area 
and value of the grain farms operated by owners raises 
the average value for the entire group of "hay and 
grain" farms; while tp.e luty farms, some of which are 
v11lnable, but inn low stltte of cultivation, and which are 
more ge11ora1ly operated by tonnnt1:1 than by owners, 
incrcmsc tho per cent o:f tonant-opern.tod farms for the 
entire group of "hay and grain" farms. These faets 
nre 1:1hown in tttbles XLVII nnd xr,rx. 

Fruit farms with no inconrns, or with small incomes, 
represent, for the most ptirt, ftums on which trees 01' 

vines had been sot out, but which had not come into full 
hmiring in 1809. These fn,1·m~, like those with trees in 
:full heitring and reporting litrgc incomes, have l\ v11lue 
t1bovo tho 1wcmgc, and lt higher per cent o:f thmn is 
owned than of forms of other cln.sscs, as has boon 
shown in tho discussion of other bibles. The influence 
of the two classes o:f fruit farms, those with trees in full 
bearing, 1111d those with trees recently set out, is shown 
in table LVII. 

The raising of vegetables, as a hnsiness, usmally cA.lls 
for considerable capital and yields large incomes, 
altbough not always involving the use of large O:roas of 
land. Not all farms classed by tho census as v~getablo 
farms are strictly of that character. A considerable 
number of tho farms so 1·eported are those of aged 
farmers, who had relinquished the nmnagoment of lttrgo 
farms an cl removecl to smaller ones, which they usually 
owned. The principal product of these smaller farms 
is g·ardon tmck, of which the :farmer himself generally 
consumed the greater portion, although occasionally 
selling considomb1e quantities. These :forms of small 
vnluo ancl limited income account for tho relatively 
largo per cont of voget!tble farms in groups with small 
incomes, which is shown in table Lvrr. Tho market 
ga1;cleners, making a business of raising vegetables, 
operated the greater proportion of such farms hav
ing ln.rgo incomes. It jg the presence o:f tho numerous 
small farms above described that gives to vegetable 
farms in table XLIX an average value below that for all 
farms n.nd at the same time makes the per cent o:f owned 
farms higher than that for all farms. 

The percentages in table LYII for farms classified by 
tenure furnish another illustration of the principles 
shown in table xxxvrr, for :farms classified by area. 
Those principles, as they relate to farms classified by 
tenure, may be stated as follows: 

The largest relative number of farms operated by' 
owners, or for them by salaried managers, is ineluded 
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in the groups with largest average incomes, and the 
smallest relative number in those with smallest average 
incomes. For :farms with incomes between these 
extremes the percentages operated by owners, or for 
them by salaried managers, make a continuons and 
fairly constant series, ri::iing from those with the sma11-
e::;t income:; to those with the highest. The percentages 
for :farms operated by tenants reverse this 11rrangcment, 
being Jenst for farms with largest incomes and greater 
for those with s1w1llcst incomes. The special chrmw
teristics with respect to acreage pointed out for farms 
of part owners in the discussion of fable xxxvn arc 
shown, in fL geuerul way, for incomes as given in table 
LVII, 

The amount of income for forms classified by race of 
farmer varies in the same manner ai:l noted in the dis
cussion of table xx4rn for :farms of different areas. 

ACHEAGE AND VALUE OF FARMS 01!' SI'ECIFrnb INCOMES. 

'.l'al>le LVIII gives the number•of acres of all fand ~tnd 
of improved land, with percentages and averages, for 
farms classified by specified amounts of income, in 1899. 

TAHLE: LVIII.-ACRES OF ALL LAND AND OF IMPROVED 
LAND, JUNE 1, 1900, IN GROUPS OF FARMS CLASSIFIED 
BY VA.LUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1890 NO'.r FED TO LIVE 
STOCK. 

AVImAGE. 
FAUMB CLA!lSIF!llD DY Par cent VAI,UEOF PllODUCTSOF '.l'otal. Improved. im-1899 NOT.Jo'ED TO LIVE proved. Im-

STOCIC Total. proved 
llmd. 

-----· --
Total ............. 841, 201,546 4H, 793, 191 49. 3 140. 0 72. 3 

·- - -----~ 
$0 ....................... 15, 121, 438 1, 782, 570 11.8 283,2 33. •1 
$1 ancl under $50 •.••.•.• 10, 4·13, 157 3, 0·15, 005 29. 2 02,3 18.2 
$50 nrnl uni! er $100 ....•• 17,896,593 6, 107, 0(i'2 31.1 58.6 20.0 
$100 nn d under S250 ..... 84, 090, 903 36, 403, fi21 43. 0 67. 9 29. 2 
$250 und under ~moo ..... 152, 187, 097 77, 185, 008 50.7 9·!.9 48.2 
~00 and under $1,000 ... 198, 272, 685 l 15, 7i4, 953 58. 4 143. 8 81.0 

,000 nnd under $2,000 . ID4, 942, um 124, 820,olOG 64.0 235.0 150.5 
2,500 ttnd over .••...... 167,GH,474 49, 674, GOO 29.6 1, 087. 8 322. 3 

The percentages of improved land in farms with dif-. 
· forent incomes form an ascending series from those 
with no income to those with incomes of from $1, 000 
to $2,500. , The small perceµtage for farms with 
no income rnfiects the presence of homesteaders with 
no improved land, of live-stock :farms with little im
proved land, and of farms from which imperfect 
reports of :wimals sold were received. The low per
centage for the farms with incomes of $2,500 and over is 
caused by the large cattle farms or ranches of the vV est, 
which haye large incomes but small areas of improved 
fond. The regularity of the series of pei·centages calls 
attention to the :fact that the character of the agricul
tural operations on farms i::i a most important factor 
in determining farm income. 

The s1mtllest average area was that for farms with 
income.s ranging from $50 to $99, while the average area 

of those with no income was larger than that of any 
group except that of farms with incomes of $2,500 and 
over. ·In considering the ·area of fal'ms with no income, 
attention is called to their peculiar- character, mention 
of which has heretofore been made. (See Plate 18, 
which illustmtes all the preceding statements relating 
to amount of farm income.) 

Tuhle LIX gives the number of fu.rms of eight specified 
amounts of income in 18H9, tog-ether with the total 
value of farm property and tho average vtilne of snch 
property per fu.rm itnd per aero. 

'rAnr,E LIX.-1'0TAL VALUE, AND AVERAGE VALUE PER 
FARl\I AND PER ACRE, OF ALL FARl\1 PROI'ERTY, ,JUNE 
1, moo, ON PA.HMS CLASSIFIED BY VALUE OF PROD
UCTS Ol!' 18fl0 NOT FED 'l'O LIVE STOCK. 

YAJ,UB OF AJ.T, FAHM l'HOPl~ItTY. 

Jo'AHMA CLASSIFIED llY VAl.UE OP Numbl>r of 
~:~~~~;b~1~F 1800 NO'!' l'ED •ro forms. 

Av(•rage. 

All forms .................... 5,739,657 $20,fiH,Olll,8381 $:l,fi7-l 

$0 ................................. . 
$11mcl uucler $50 ................. .. 
$50 and under $1tl0 ............... .. 
$100 and nn<lcr $250 .............. .. 
$250 mHl umler $f100 ..••••• , •••••..• 
$1i00 n11d nrnler $1,000 ............ .. 
$1,000 nnd under $2,500 ........... . 
$2,fiOO nntl over ................... . 

5a,.wr. 
107, fifi9 
30fi, 590 

1, 247, 781 
1, 602,85-1 
1, 37~. 0.J.l 

8~0,·1-13 
15-1, mo 

Por 
ne.re. 

$2•1.39 

8. 01 
12.0·1 
lH.87 
lG.05 
rn 7•1 
27.02 
l15.03 
20.G2 

The average vnlue per farm was lowest for farms 
with incomes under $50, and highest for those with 
incomes of $2,500 and over. The comparatively high 
averag·e value of :forms with no income emphasizes what 
has already ))een said concerning the chamcter of forms 
of this class. The average value per acre was lowest 
for forms with no reported income, increasing steadily 
to forms with incomes of $1,000 to $2,499, but again 
falling off for farms with incomes of $2,500 and over. 

Table 1.x gives, for each of the groups of farms clas
sified by income, 'the per cent of the total value of all 
farm property in each of the four specified forms 
thereof. 

TABLE LX.-PER CENT OF THE VALUE OF ALL PARM 
PROPERTY IN SPECIFIED FORMS THEREOF, JUNE 1, 
1000, ON FARM:S CLASSIFIED BY VALUE OF PRODUCTS 
OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK. 

FARMS CI,ASS!Fllln llY VALUE OF Fnl'm land Implc-
PRODUO'fS 01' 1899 NOT 11EIJ 1·0 exclusive of Buildings. ments nnd 
J,IVE STOCK buildings. machinery. 

All farms ................... G3. 9 17.4 8.7 

$0 ................................. 56. 7 7. 9 2.1 
$1 and under $50 .................. GI. 0 20.1 3.1 
$50 and under $100 ................ 5g, 1 23.0 3.5 
$100 and under $250 ............... 58.2 22. 6 3.9 
$~50 and under $500 ............... 59.8 20.8 4.2 
$500 nucl under $1,000 ............. 63.2 18. 0 4.0 
$1,000 nnd under $2,500 ••..•••.•.. GG. 9 lG.4 3.4 
t:2,5UO and over ..•...•..•...•...•• G5.5 11. 7 3.5 

Uvo 
stock. 

15.0 

33.3 
lol.8 
14. 5 
15.3 
15.2 

.13.9 
13.2 
19.3 
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The land, exclusive of buildings, constituted 63.9 per 
cent of the value of all farms; live stock, 15.0 per cent; 
und buildings, 17.4 per cent. Of the value of farms 
with no income, land constituted 56. 7 per cent; live 
stock, 33.3 per cent; and buildings, 7.H per cent-thus 
rntlling attention in another way to the exceptional char
acter of these farms. The value of live stock on the 
farms with largest income constituted a large per cent, 
19.3, and that of buildings a low one, 11.7. The per
centages of the value of buildings and live stock were 
the largest for farms with incomes of $50 to $4911, ex
cept for those of no income; and the percentages for 
land were lower than:. for farms with larger and smaller 
incomes. On farms with incomes of $500 and over, the 
percentages for live stock and buildings were low, with 
the exception of live stock on farms with incomes of 
$2,500 and over. The percentages of machinery values 
were highest for farms with medium incomes, and 
lowest for those with the smallest and largest incomes. 

Table LXI shows the value of farm land and buildings, 
and the per cent of the total of such value that is in 
buildings. 

'l'Anu;i LXI.-VALUE OF FARM LAND AND BUILDINGS, 
.TUNE 1, 1900, WITH PERCENTAGES, FOR FAHMS CLASSI
FIED BY VALUE OF PRODUO'l'S OF 1800 NOT l<'ED '1'0 
MVE STOCK. 

l'ARMS CLASSIIl!lm BY 
VALUE OF PRODUCTS 
0 F 1809 NOT ~'ED ·ro 
LIVE STOCK, 

Total, 
L11rnl with 

lmprovemm1ts 
(oxcopt 

bulld1ngs). 
Buildings. 

P1.~r 
cent In 
build
ings. 

Total.. •...•.•.... $16, 674, 690, 247 ·~UH, 114, 492, 056 $3, 500, 198, 191 21. 4 

$0 •••·•·•··········•···• $1 !Llld under $50 ...... . 
$50 and under $100 •...• 
$100 nncl under $250 ...• 
$250 and under $500 .••• 
$500 and under $1,000 .• 
$1,000 and under $2,500. 
11'2,500 urnl over •••••.•• 

87, 078, 7G6 
103, 172, 169 
203, 59,1, 71'! 

1, 097, 908, 627 
2, 423, 201, 200 
4, 309, GG2, 760 
5, 691, 261\, 893 
2, 6G8, 80G, 118 

76,398,8lil 
77, 850, 831 

116, G02, 40li 
701, 410, om 

1, 797, GGO, !MS 
a, 387, sun, ss1 
4, 070, 063, 582 
2, 205, 700, 555 

10, mo, oon 
25, s21, s:is 
on, mm, ;~08 

3011, 489, fi!l6 
025, fHO, 857 

1, 011, 772, ll7:l 
1, 120, 302, 311 

•lO!l, OUU, M3 

12.8 
2'1. 5 
28. 0 
27. 9 
26.8 
23. 0 
rn. 7 
16.l 

-------~----~----------- ...... ~~~-

The value of buildings constituted the highest per 
cent of the value of all farm property for the group of 
farms with incomes of $50 and under $100, and decreased 
steadily to those of largest and smallest incomes. The 
cabin on the one-mule cotton plantation operated by the 
negro had but little value, but the figures of the table 
indicate that it represented a larger per cent of the 
value of the land tilled than did the building's on any 
other chtss of farms. 

Table LXII gives the number of farms in the various 
groups classified by amount of income, the number and 
per cent of those with buildings, and the average value 
of land and buildings. 
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TAilLI~ LXII.-NUMBER 01!' FARMS AND NUMBER AND 
PER OEN'r OF THOSE WITH BUILDINGS, .TUNE 1, 1900, 
WITH AVERAGE VALUES OF LAND .AND BUILDINGS, 
FOR FARMS CLASSIFIED BY VALUE OF PRODUCTS 
OF 1800 NOT FED 'rO LIVE STOCK. 

NU~!DllR 01' FARMS. AVICRAGE VALUE OJI-

-- - .. 

J,p.nd, exclu-
slvo of Buildings, 

FARMS Cf,ASBIFIED BY buildings, 
VALU!i OF l'RODOCTS Per 
OF 1899 NO'r l'llD TO With cent 
LIVE s·rocK. '.rotal. bu11d- with Per lugs. built!· farm lugs, !'or Per Per With form. aero. farm. b111l<l· 

lugs. 

--------- -•-o·----- '· .. --
Total ••.••••••.••• 5, 739,657 ri,687, 781 96.5 S2, 281i 815. 69 8620 8643 

--- -·- ·-·-··---- -- -- ---· --;:=:::::-.::::: 

$0 ...................... 53,40(; 39,0l)f> 74.S 1,•130 5.05 200 269 
$1 aml under $00 ....•.. 167,669 149, 790 89.<I. 4M 7.41\ lf>l 109 
l!60 and under $100 ...•• 805, 590 281, 988 92.B 480 R.10 186 202 
$100 find unclor $250 .... 1, 2-17, 781 1, 189, 268 96,3 634 9. 3'1 216 2li8 
$256 tmrl under ¥500 ..•. l,602,85<1 1,560, lril 97.8 1,122 11.81 390 401 
$500 IUlfl UlldCl' $1,000 •• 1,378,91'[ 1,3•18, 958 97.8 2,•157 17.09 73•1 700 
$1,000 am1 under $2,000. 8~9,•143 817, 29S 98.6 5,flll 23.•15 1, 81\1 1,371 
$2,500 und ovor ......... lM,120 150, 588 97.7 11, 701 13.fil 2,616 2,677 

The avemge Vttlues of h111d per farm and per acre call 
for no special dislmSHion. They are of the sumo clmr
acter ns pointed out for tho value of all forms of :farm 
property in the discussion of tltble Lx. Tho twemge 
valtrn of builclings was snmllest for farms with tho 
lowest income, increasing steadily to those of Ittrgest 
income. The buildings on farms with no roported in
come were but slightly grmtter iu value than those ou 
farms with snmllest incomes, i1lthongh tho lttnd WlLS 

worth more than three times as much per form. 
In table LXIII aro 1:3hown the total and average values 

per farm and per acre, ,J tme 1, 1000, of implements and 
machinery on farms of specified incomes. 

TAnLic LXIII.-TOTAL VALUii:, AND AVU:RAGE VALUES PlDR 
FARM AND !)ER ACRE, JUNE 1, 1900, 01<' IMPLEMICNTS 
AND MAOHINEB.Y ON FARMS 01!' Sl'ECII<'IED VALUES 
OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT I~ED TO LIVE S'rOCK. 

VALUE Ol'IMl'LEMlrn'rKAND MAClllINilRY. 

FAltMB CLASSIFIED BY VALUE N umbor of 
OF l'RODUc·rs OF 1899 NOT farms. 
FED TO LIVE STOCK. 

Avorngci. \ 
1 , >er 

Per Per value ol 
farm. aore. lan<l,l 

Tola!. -··---· ·--1 mmt of 

Total • • • • . • • . . . . .. . . . . 5, 739, 657 $701, 201; liliO --;;; --so. 90 \ 5. 8 
~~-==ll====··c=··=-··,·11, ==-'""= =' 

$0 •••••••••••••.....•........ 
$1 a.nd under $50 ...••...•.•• 
$50a.ntl under $100 ......... . 
$100 and umler$250 ......••• 
$250 and under $500 ...•••.• 
$500 und nnder $1,000 ...... . 
Sl,000 und under $2,500 ••..• 
$2,500 und over ............ . 

53,400 
107, 560 
305,f>OO 

1, 247, 731 
1,602,85'1 
1,378,M4 

8211,·1'13 
lM, 120 

2,864,500 
4,001,<115 
8,612,670 

52,374,618 
126, 212, 077 
212, 798, 665 
2:15,020, 780 
120, 37G, 030 

t Excluslvo of bullclluga. 

M 
24 
28 
42 
78 

154 
2R3 
781 

.rn 
,38 
.48 
.02 
.82 

1.07 
1.21 
• 72 

S.7 
6.1 
fi.9 
6.6 
7.0 
6,3 
5.1 
ll.3 
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The averages per acre form a series, rismg from $0.19 
for farms with no reported incoines to $1.21 for those 
with incomes of $1,000 and less than $2,500; but the 
average for farms with incomes of $2,500 and over was 
only $0. '72. This last class is chiefly composed of live-
1:1tock farms, which require less machinery than farms 
more intensively cultivated. The average per farm, 
however, was grmitest for the farms with largest in
comes. The value of implements, compared with that 
of the land upon which they were used, was greatest 
for farms with incomes of $250 to $499, constituting '7.0 
per cent of the value of the land. 

The very high average value shown for the group 
with no reported income and for the group with the 
highest income is due to the defects, previously men
tioned, of the returns from the great cattle and sheep 
ranches of the West, many of which make use of the 
public domain. Some of these were included among 
farms with no income; while others submitting com
plete and accurate statements of animals sold and ani
mals slaughtered on farms, appear among farms with 
the highest income. 

Table LXIV gives the number of farms, the value of 
all live stock, and the avemge value of the same per 
farm and per acre, for farms of designated amounts of 
income. 

'faBLE LXIV.-TOTAL VALUE, AND AVERAGE VALUES 
PER FARM AND PER ACRE OF LIVE STOCK, JUNE I, 
1900, ON FARMS OF SPECIFIED VALUES OF PRODUCTS 
OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK. 

V AJ,UE OF ALL J,IVJD STOCK. 

FARMS or.ASSIF!lm RY VALUJD OF Number of Average. PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED TO farms. . 
J,IVE STOCK, 

Total. 
Per I Per 
farm.~ 

All farms .................... 5, 739,657 $a, 078, 050, 041 $53G 38.G6 

= --
$0 .................................. 53,406 44,&51, 749 8,10 2.97 
$1 o.nd under $W .................. 107,509 18,570, 816 111 1. 78 
$DO and under $100 ................ 305, li'JO 36,055, 821 118 2.01 
$100 o.nd under $260 ................ l, 247, 731 208, 609, •195 1G7 2.46 
$200 and under $li00 ................ 1, 602,854 455, 922, 584 28'1 S.00 
$500 and under $1,000 ..•..•.•.••... 1, 378,944 743, 988, 110 539 3. 75 
$1,000 and under 8'2,500 ............ ~g~:i~~ 902, 53,1, 000 1,088 4.63 
$2,500 and over .................... OG7 I 516, 806 •1, 331 3,98 

FARMS CLASSIFIED BY TENURID. 

FARMS OF SPECIFIED TENURES, BY GEOGRAPHIO DIVISIONS. 

Table LXV gives, by geographic divisions, the number 
of farms classified by tenure; and table LXVI shows, for 
each division, the percentage in each class. Tables 12, 
13, and 14: give more detailed statistics of the same 
character. 
TABLE LXV.-NUMBER OF FARMS OF SPECIFIED TEN

URES, JUNE I, 1000, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

Own-
GllOGRAl'HlO Part ers Mnn- Cash Share 

DIVISIONS. Totnl, Owners, owners. and agors, ten- tenants. ten· 1mm. 
iinm. 

--------------
The United States. Ii, 739,657 3, 149, 8'14 451, 515 53,299 59,218 752,920 1,273, 366 

---" == --"· ----= ---
North Atlantic: ... 677,606 490,0tl6 27, 207 6,832 13, 119 66, 301 74,421 
South Atlantic .... 902,225 474,MO 46, 899 6,078 9,116 172, 099 252,899 
Nor th Uentral ..... 2,196,667 1,271, 798 266, 405 26,020 19,618 207, 732 404, 994 
South Central ..... 1,658,166 743,097 86,409 13,404 9,650 286, 091 519,455 
Western ........... 242,908 169, 147 24,395 1,470 7,583 18, 782 21, 530 
AIMkaand Hawaii 2,285 696 189 128 1,255 67 

TABLE LXVI.-PER CENT OF THE NUMBER OF FARMS 
OF SPECIFIED TENURES, JUNE 1, 1900, BY GEOGRAPH
IC DIVISIONS. 

GllOGRAl'HIC DIVI- own· Part Owners Man· Cash Share and BIONS, era. owners~ tenants. agers. tenants. tenants. 

----------- -·~~·~ 

The United States ..... 64.9 7.9 0.9 1,0 13.1 22.2 

= = --- ---" --" 
North Atlantic ........ 72.8 4.0 0.9 2.0 9.8 11.0 
South Atlantic ........ 49.a •J. 9 0.6 0.9 18.0 26.3 
North Central. ........ 57.9 12.1 1.2 0.9 9.5 18.4 
south Central ......... 44.8 5.2 0.8 0.6 17.3 31. 3 
Western ............... 69.6 10.1 0.6 S.l 7. 7 8. 9 
Alaska and Hawaii .... 30.5 6.1 ............... 5.6 54.9 2. 9 

The largest group by tenure was that of owners, i. e., 
persons who own all the land in the farms operated by 
them. It contained 3,149,344 farms, or 54.9 per cent 
of the total number. The next largest group was that 
of share tenants, comprising 1,273,366 farms, or 22.2 per 
cent of the total. The farms operated by cash tenant!') 
numbered 752,920, or 13.1 per cent of the total; those 
operated by pai·t owners, 451,515, or '7.9 per cent; 
those operated by owners and tenants, 53,299, or 0.9 
per cent; and those operated by salaried managers 01' 

overseers, 59,213, or 1.0 per cent. 
The total number of farms in the three groups desig

nated in the table as those of owners, part owners, and 
owners and tenants was 3,654,158, constituting 63. '7 per 
cent of all farms in the country. There was 1 such 
farm for every 14 individuals outside of cities with 
8,000 inhabitants and over. In 1850 the ratio of all 
farms to the population outside o:f cities of this size was 
the same as that above given for those of owners only, 
namely, 1 to 14. It is evident, then, that the number of 
farms operated by owners has more than kept pace with 
the growth of nonurban population. The ownership 
of farm land among tillers of the soil has greatly in
creased since the middle of the last century. The gain 
was very large in all the Northern states, notably in 
New York, which witnessed a widespreadtanti-rent agi
tation extending from 1830 until af~er the adoption of 
the constitution of 1846. The per cent of increase 
among the farming population proper was even gTeater, 



FARMS CLASSIFIED BY TENURE. lxvii 

as will be brought out later in discussing some of the 
other data of this report. 

The per cent of farms operated by owners was great
est i.n the North Atlantic division, 72.3, and least in 
Alaska and Hawaii, where it was 30.5. In the South 
Atlantic division it was 49.3; in the North. Central, 
57.9; in the South Central, 44.8; and in the Western, 
69.6. Considering as owners, only those operators of 
farms who own all the land therein, the condition of the 
farmers of the North Central and Western divisions 
would seem to compare unfavorably with the condi
tion of the farmers of the North Atlantic division, but 
this is not the fact. The North Central and Western 
divisions reported large numbers of farms whose opera
tors owned a farm and leased additional lands, tmd, on 
an avernge, the portion of the land owned by the opera
tor contained as many acres as the average farm of an 
owner who dicl not lease additional htnds. Any stndy 
of the extent· of farm ownership among the iwtual til
lers of the soil must take into account not only owners1 

but part owners, !tnd owners !tnd tenants. The per cont 
of all farms included in these three classes was grctttest 
in the Western division, where it was 80.3. In the 
North Atlantic division it was 77.2; in the North Cen
tral, 71.2; in the South. Atlantic, 54.8; in the South 
Central, 50.8; imd in Alaska and Hawaii, 36.G. 

The per cent of farm~ operated by part owners was 
greatest in the North Central and Western divisions, 
and those operated by managers, in the North Atlantic 
and Western. In the North Atlantic division farms 
operated by managers represented in many cases the 
holdings of wealthy business men who owned country 
homes. In the Western division the farms operated by 
mt.nagers were largely cattle and sheep ranches belong
ing to corporations of wealthy investors. Of these two 
classes, the farms in the Western division were con
ducted :for profit, while those jn the North Atlantic 
were not. In every section a, considerable number o:f 
farms connected with public institutions were managed 
by the superintendents in charge. Leaving I-fowaii out 
of consideration, the tenant class was relatively most 
numerous in the South Atlantic and So nth Central states; 
but in Hawaii the relative number of te1111nts largely 
exceeds that :for any state, and the proportion of cash 
tenants was greater than that of any of the five geo
graphic divisions. 

l!'ARMS OF SPECIFIED TENURES OLASSIFIED DY OTHEH. 
OHARAOTERISTICS. 

Tables 3, 4, and 5 present, for each state and territory, 
farms of specified tenures classified by principal source 
of income, value of prodq.cts not fed to live stock, area 
of farm, and color of farmer. Table LXvn gives a sum
mary, by percentages, of it few of the most important 
facts shown in those tables. 

TAB1,:m LXVII.-PER CENT OF THE NUMBElt Ol!' FARMS 
OF SPECIFIED TENURIJ:S, JUNlD 1, moo, CONTAINED IN 
DESIGNATED GROUI'S OF FARMS CLASSIFIED BY 
AREA, BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, BY VALUE 
OF PRODUOT8 OF 1890 NOT FED 'rO LIVE STOCK, AND 
BY RACE OF FARMI~R. 

A.-FAHMS cr,Assnrrnn RY ARIM IN ACRES. 

PlCll. (all.NT 011' •rng NllMHJm, OF' J~.Aitfl{R 01~ 

HPI~CU'IED TI~NUJI. I.;B. 

All farms ....... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 
----~· ---·----.. --·- -·---- ---- ·-·------ ·--·------

Under 3 .............. o. 7 o.o O.l 0.1 1.5 1. 2 0.2 
3 mHl nn<lm· 10 ........ :.o 3.9 1.8 0.7 2.6 0.8 8.fl 
10 aml nmler 20 ....... 7.l 5,0 1.ll 2.0 ·1.2 10.8 11.fl 
2011111\ nnder50 ...... 21.!l 17. 3 lB.5 10.4 J0.9 so. 9 U2. 0 
50 trncl under 100 ...... 23.H 20.2 21. 4 23. 6 16.3 20.0 20.9 
100trnc1under175 ··'· 2·1.H 28.5 23.0 33. 7 22. 7 18.2 19. ll 
175 1uul nmler 200 .... 8. f1 u.o 14.1 14.7 11.l o.o 6.5 
260 tmil unclor 500 .••. O. ll li. 9 14.0 11. 2 12.9 3.7 4.4 
600 aml under 1,000 •• 1. 8 1. 7 fi.O 2.8 7.4 1. 0 0.9 
1,000 nrnl over ........ O.H O.ll H. 1 ().8 10.•1 0.5 0.2 

B.-JIAltMS CJ,AHBIF'llW BY l'ltlNCil'AL souucm ()11 rncmm. 

------·-----~· ·-----"-·--------·--···--· .. ·-·---------· .. ·--·-··"-
Hn.yaudgm!n ••....•. 23.0 20.1 ai.a 23. 2 2•1.8 17. 7 30.2 
Vogctn.bles •••••...... 2.7 a.o 2.fi 2.0 :i. r. 3. !I 1.4 
1~1·nits .•••••.•........ 1 .. 1 1.9 1.2 1. 2 o.~ ll.8 Q,6 
Live stock •••••••••••• 27.8 88.2 ao.8 au. o lll.G 1r1. 7 10. (l 
Dah•y prod mm .••••••• (l,2 7.8 4.3 5.() 10. 1 1\,\1 8.0 
Tobn.cco •••••••••..... l, II 1.li 1.3 3.1 1. l 1.0 8.3· 
Cotton .•••••••••••.••. 18. 7 11.G 8" 7.1 6,8 41,8 32.2 
Hice ..•.••••••••.•••.• 3·1 0.1 ().1 (6 O.il 0.2 O.J. 
Sugar ................. .1 0.1 0.1 .1 0.7 0,2 0,1 
Flowers n.ud pln.n ts ... 0.1 0.2 (l) 0.1 o.a 0.1 i:~ Nurse1•y products ....• (~ ~1.1\ 0.1 16.2 0.1 (I) 
M!scollanoous 2 ••••••• 1.li 15.1 lot.Ii 12"1 13.5 

·--~--~----· --···~~~~·-"~-~ .. ·~-.. ~~----

C.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY VALUE OF PHODUCTS mr 1899 NOT I~ED •ro 
LIVE STOCK. 

l!Q ..................... 0.9 0.8 O.B 0.8 
$1 nnc1 undcr ll50 ..... 2.9 2.5 1. 2. o. 9 
$50 nnc1 nuder lllOO ... 6.3 5.0 8.0 2.0 
$100 and under $250 •• 21. 8 21.0 14.6 12. 9 
$2M !ll\d under $[JOO •• 27. 9 28.2 211. 3 26.4 
$1i00 and under $1,000. 24.0 25.G 27.9 32. •l 
$1,000n.ncl nnclcr$2,500 14. {) 14.,t 23. 0 21. 6 
$2,500 n.utl over ••••••. 2. 7 2.5 f>.8 3.6 

3.2 1. 2 
2.5 'l,S 
a.o 6.7 

13.2 24.1 
16.9 28,R 
20.6 20.5 
22.S 12.1 
17.C> 2.s 

1.2 
a. o 
(i.3 

25.4 
29. 0 
1!0.7 
11.1 > 

6 1. 

··- ----·----··· - --- ___ .. --~------·- - 'Mo __________ , ___________ •• 

n.-FARMS CJ,ASfllIIIIm JW RACE OF llARMBit. 

·-·- ·~- - .-.. ---· ·- , ____ ,,_ -- ·-- ........ ----·----~----~--·-·-

White ................ 86.6 04.<I 03.2 97. 0 96.9 
Ne5ro ................ 18.0 o.O o. 7 2.8 2.9 
In fon ............... 0.4 0.6 0.1 0.2 0.1 
Chinese .............. ('! ~:i m 

(1) 0.1 
Jn.panese ............. (I !;l Hawallano ........... (' (1 

1 Les• than one-tenth nf 1 per cent, 
t Inclucles 411 tnro fm•ms and 512 coffee farms in Hnwnll. 
Bincludlng part Htiwailan tmd 1 Sont.11 Sen. Islander. 

03. •I 77.6 
86.3 22.3 (lJ 0.1 

.2 

m 0.1 
(') 

The figures .in this table illustrute in l~nother way the 
facts so forcibly brought out by the corresponding per
centages for table xxxvn. The per cent of farms 
operated by tenants wns always smaller for those of 
largest area than for all farms, while the per cent of 
the four classes of owned farms was greater for farms of 
largest area than for all farms. The reverse was true 

.. 
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for farms of small area, except for the group of farms 
containing less than 3 acres. This table does not bring 
out the fact its clearly as did table xxxvu, because the 
percentages for the two classes of tenant-operated farms 
and those for the four classes of owners can not be com
bined as can those of table xxxvn. 

The figures in table XLVII relating to farms classified 
by principal source of income should be studied in con
nection with tables XLVII, LYII, and Lxxvn, and the 
figures relating to :farms classified by vn.lue of products 
not fed to live stock, in connection with table LVII. 

The additional figures here given call for no extended 
explanation. 

The pe1:centages of farms of all tenures, as shown in 
tlible XLVII, involving the active participation of their 
owners, were larger for white farmers tlmn for the 
farmers of the country as a whole. In the same way 
the percentages of ternwt-operated farms were lower 
for white farmers thnn for all farmers. 

White formers constituted 86.6 per cent of all farm
ers, but operated 94.4: per cent of the farms of owners, 
93.2 per cent of those of part owners, 97.0 per cent of 
those of owners and tenants, 96. 9 per cent of those of 
managers, 63.4 per cent of the cash-tenant :farms, and 
7'l.6 per cent of the share-tenant :farms. Negroes ex
hibited the opposite characteristics. They r-o.nstituted 
13.0 per cent of all farmers, but operated only 5.0 per 
cent of those of owners, 6. 'l per cent of those of part 
owners, 2. 8 per cent of those of owners and tenants, 2. 9 
per cent of the m1111agecl fo.rms, 36.3 per cent of the 
cash-tenant farms, and 22.3 per cent of the share-tenant 
farnm. 

Indians operated 0.4 per cent of all farms; they con
stituted 0.0 per cent of all farm owner::;, 1ind showed 
correspondingly lower percentages of both cash and 
share tenants. The percentages for the other races 
shown in table LXVII are too small to permit cleiinite 
deductions. For the relative number of farms of the 
::;evernl tenures operated by those races, reference 
should be made to table Lxvn. 

Plate 17 fully illustrates the foregoing statements. 

TENURE OF FAR.MS AND OF FARM FAMILIES COMPARED. 

The number of farms reported by the division of 
agriculture, 5,739,657, is 0. 7 per cent greater than the 
number of farm families reported hy the division of 
population, 5,700,341. The number of farms reported 
exceeds the number of farm families in 5 of the 9 North 
Atlantic states, in 4 of the 9 South Atlantic, in 11 of the 
12 North Central, in 4 of the 9 South Central, in 4 of the 
11 Western states and territories, and in Hawaii, or in 20 
of the 52 states and territories. For most of the states, 
whether the number qf farms was greater or smaller· 
than the number of farm families, the difference was 
slight, the only marked exception being Arizona, where 
7,391 farm families and only 5,809 farms were reported. · 

The variation here is unauestionably the result of in
complete agricultural reports, mainly among the Indian 
farmers. Upon some of the Indian reservations in 
Arizona the enumerators reported nll of the farm prop
erty and products of the tribe upon one schedule, and 
in the niports of the agricultural division the opemtions 
of all the families appear as upon one farm, while in 
the reports of the population division the separate fam
ilies of the tribes all appear as farm families. 

The population figures, therefore, more fully express 
the facts of the case, so far as the number of farms and 
of far~n families are concerned, than do those of the 
division of agriculture. The same error appears to a 
less extent in the reports of several Western states in 
which large Indian reservations arc located, nnd the 
resulting variations can be seen in the figures for New 
Mexico and Montana. 

In Indian Territory and Oklahoma there are many 
Indian families who have been allotted lands in severalty 
and who have leased those lands to tenants. This land 
appears in the reports of the division of ttgriculturn 
under the name of the tenant, and no schedule was re
turned for the Indian citizen who did not actually work 
the land himself. He was, however, 1·eported by the 
population division as the head of tL farm family. In 
Indian Territory there were aleo many floaters who 
reported themselves as farmers, thus adding to the 
''unknown" so far as ownership of farms is concerned. 

In many Southern states where the negroes work 
land as tenants the enumerators reported all the land 
and crops in the !1ame of the owner or irninager, and 
retumed no farm schedule for the tenant. The :fami
lies of the ten!tnts were repqrted on the population 
schedules as fa~·m families, thus increasing the number 
of such families above that of farms. 

In Florida, in the fruit sections of California, and 
elsewhere, there were small fruit orchards in 18H9 to 
which families were devoting their whole time, although 
the trees in those orchards had not reached bearing 
ages. 'l'hose orchards, when containing less than 10 
acres and having no income as a result of the imma
turity of tho trees, were not tabulated as farms, !tl

though schedules for a considerable number of them 
were received by the division of agriculture. Wher
ever one of these factors is present it assists in causing 
a variation in the two sets of figures, those of the di
vision of popuhttion being the more correct. Outside 
of the Rectiops where these inaccuracies reduced the 
number of farms reported there should be an excess 
in the number of farms over the number of farm 
families, since many individuals operate farms who 
have no families of their own but board in the families 
of others. Such cases are far more numerous than 
those in which two families join to operate the same 
farm, as in the case of many of the "owners and 
tenants," and certain other farms where two heads of 
families are in partnership, either as . qwners or as 
tenants. 
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TABLE LXVIII.-NUMBER AND PEl{ CENT OF FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, OPEB,A'.rIW BY OWNERS, MANAGI<:RS, AND 
TgNANTS, AND OF FAMILIES RESIDING ON OWNED AND HIRED FARMS, BY 8TATES AND TERRITORIES. 

~·- -···-·· -· -·- - .. - ... ····-- ·- -·--· 

NUMBER (l}<' i'Aims. 

Opomted by-

8TATR8 AND TERRITORIES. Number 
Total. with Own-bull<\- erR illgR, OwncrH.1 M11n- Tmmnbi,2 1111d 11gel'!I. ten-

n.nts.• 

------ ---·- , _____ 
···------~ 

,, ___________ 

'rhe Unite<! StnteH •• 5, 739, 657 5,537, 731 3, 6f>4,lfi8 59,213 2, 026, 280 fia,2U\l 
----- ··----- ----- -·~---~---- --.,. ------

North Atlitntic division .. 677, fJ()Q mm,R32 523, 601i 13, 110 1'10, 782 6, 3il2 
;, _______ ,_ ____ 

--~·-----·- --·-· -- ·-- ··-·------ --···-·-·· 
Maine ••. __ ........... r.9, 29\1 fiH, lilO 55, 607 017 2, 775 riuo 
New Hampshire ..... 20,B2·1 :.!~, 705 26,450 689 2, 181i JOO 
Vermont. ....•..•.••• 3:J, 104 B2, 558 27, 66U 015 •l,820 BH 
M1tRS1tchusctts .•..•••• 37, 715 30, 703 32,fl81 1,6:11 a, ooa :mo 
Rllodo Isllmcl •... _ ... li,,J08 [1,401 4,182 208 l,108 12 
Connel'ti<!ut _. _ ..••.• 2li,IM8 26,507 I 22, 701i 776 3, 467 34U 
NcwYork ............ 226, 720 22a, 83ll 1168, G9H 3,Rlfl M, 203 2, 2·10 

Now.JcrHcy ····-···-- 34, 6fi0 S•l, 0271 2!1,.184 861 10, 355 207 
l'enn•ylv11niJ1 .. __ •.•• 224,248 220, soo I 102, 210 a,1os ria1 200 2, 1711 

,, I 
South At!Jtntl1• division •• 962,225 9811 ll20 I 527, 512 0,115 425, 508 _I 6, 073 ------

DelJiwnrn .. - . - .... -·· ll,687 9,545 4,680 131 4, s10 I 26 
Mnl'ylancl ............ 46,012 45, 36·1 21), 518 11052 lfi,•H7 I 1so 
Dlstriet of Columbia. 209 267 rna 20 ' 110 :--~···· 
Y!rgin!Ji ............. Hl7,HHO ]04,07•1 l14,15fi 2,um 51, r.un i 1, 504 
Wt>Ht Virglniu ........ 92, 874 U0,342 71,fi29 1,0M 20, 2Ul 1,112 
.Nor.th C1trolimi ...... 224, G37 217, 74•1 130,572 1,057 98, 008 1,50•1 
South Cnrolina •..•••• 155,3fi5 148,86•1 60, 417 1,0M O•l,88•1 48·1 
Georgia .............. 224, 601 215,855 88,5211 1,602 liH,fillO 81lB I 
Flori<IJL .............. 40, 814 snl 201> 28, 08•( 1,010 10,820 I 280 

North ( 'entrul division •. 2, l!lO, 567 2,l~>o, 720 il, 5M, 22B 10,018 012, 726 
1
20, 020 ---268,:10.11 ·---- ---1--

Ohio ................. 270, 719 197, 301 3,'127 75, 9:n 1 •I, 201 
Indiana ••.•••••.•••.• 221, 897 214, 721 150, 227 2,222 og, •148 3, oso 
Illlnoi• ............... 26'1, 151 255,285 158,fJOS 1,950 103, 008 2, 418 
Michigan .••••••••••• 203, 201 198,003 168,81'1 2,234 32, 218 2, 325 
Wis1,011sln •..••...•..• 109, 705 100,323 1'15,408 1,891 22, 900 855 
1!inncsot11 ........... 15·1, Gti9 149,073 120, 809 1,095 26, 755 756 
Iowu ................. 228, 622 220, 026 l•J7, 305 1,581 70, 730 2, 129 
M!Hsouri •..•.•....•.. 428-1,HHti 275 1 O:H l!IG, lfi8 1,831 80, 897 5, 188 
North Dakotn ....•... .m,a32 4:J,fifi0 40, 072 495 :l,Hlifi 212 
Hon th D11lwt1t •...... _ 521fl'.l~ fi0,22f1 40, 040 li31 11,.m1 485 
NebrJL,Jm ....•......• 121, f125 lJ.l,f137 71\, 583 1,182 •H,810 l,lM 
Kan~ms ... - .. ......... 173, Oll8 lli4,285 110, 443 1, 729 00, 926 2,562 

South Centml dlviHlon ••. 1, 658, 100 1, 580, 829 &12,970 9,060 801i,546 lil,4°'1 
----------__ ,._ ------

Kentucky ............ 234, 667 22n, 498 105, 990 1,006 77,065 3, 780 
Tenno~Rec ........... 224, 023 215, 51\0 1B2, 197 1,286 91, 1'10 3,016 
Alnb11m11 ....... , ••• ,. 223,220 212,551 98, 472 874 128,874 869 
Mississippi ........... 220,803 211, 299 82, 021 930 187, 852 000 
Louisl111111 •••..••••••• 115, 969 110, 796 47, 701 1,03,1 07, 231 852 
Texas ...•.•..•.•••••. 852, 190 382, 810 17•1, 039 2,660 17'1,991 1,080 
Okl1thom1t ........... 62,'195 60, 505 49, 040 306 18,H9 686 
Incllnn 'l'crrltory ..... 45, 505 4•1,857 11, 169 235 84, 101 150 
Arkuns11s ............ 178,694 171, 908 90, 785 819 81, 140 1,650 

Western dlvlsion ......... 242, 908 229, 90•1 195, 013 7, fl88 40, 812 1,470 --------· -------- -
Ji[ontnrni.; •..•••••••. 18,370 12,878 11, 661 479 1,230 09 
Wyoming ........... , 6,095 5,'119 5,185 446 464 38 
Colorndo ............. 2·1, 700 23, 532 18,289 880 5,581 136 
New Mexico ......... 12, 811 10,144 10,674. 488 1,154 71 
Arizon11 •..••.......•. 5,809 4,464 4,985 385 •189 10 
Ut11h ••...•••••..••••. 19, 887 18, 224 17,863 311 1,713 135 
Nevn<\11 .............. 2,184 2,063 1,809 126 249 17 
Idnho .••.••.••.•••••. 17,471 16, 715 15,585 857 1,529 104 
W11sblngton ..... _ .• _. 38, 202 82,222 28, 020 405 4, 777 19,1 
Oregon ............... 85,837 q4, 976 28, 903 568 6, 366 827 
Californin. ............ 72,542 69, 267 52, 529 8,208 16, 700 309 

.Alaska ................... 12 9 12 ........... ........... ....... 
HnwniL .. ____ ., ••.••..•••. 2,278 2, 111 823 128 1,322 ....... 

I 

- --·--~ ·- -- -·------- -·--- ---

NUMBER OI' JrA!tM l'Alllil.IES, PEI\ CICNT OF-

------· 

Tomi. Owning 
forms. 

HMng 
farmR. 

--- --------
•r.,700,il41 ·13,044,609 2,01•1, SHl 
--·-·-- -::::_·· ;;;.;__·:;;;:;-.:==.,_-:;::' 

67fi, 776 52•1, 846 1'10, 7•JO 
--- --------

fi7,lf>3 fill, 609 3, l!ll 
28, 271 25, 1172 2,614 
a2, 871 27, 344 6,379 
36, 610 31, 722 ·l,•185 

fi, UU8 ·1,249 1,353 
2{i, 009 22, 727 3,G9fi 

227, 822 171, 173 6f>,208 
35, 337 2•1, 133 10,900 

22f>, fiOf> 16·1,.117 r.o, 010 

901, l\lH 526, Htl7 •127,710 

9,677 •I, 722 4, 870 
•17,0Hll 30,•llM lG, 07f) 

270 lf>O llfi 
170, '112 110, u:m 53, MO 
U·l,fil\0 71, 028 22, 076 

2211,&11 I 128, 975 Oil,800 
152, Oll3 f>H, 513 1m,r17o 
2211:mn I HH,,l!O lll0,82:1 
•10, \){Jr. I 28, 600 11, 807 ,, 

2, 17:~~n~ _1:1, Ml, 78S 5117, 805 

280, 0081 202, 111 76, •!09 
221, 451 mo, 1119 os,mm 
202, 1188 158, •190 JOl,817 
202, •157 168, 235 33,087 
109, 531 140, lUl 22,,158 
lfi2, 393 125, 547 20,626 
223' 525 1'16, 844 75, 161 
282, 8•10 19•1, 593 80, 528 
•H,112 39, 569 4,173 
lil, 937 40, 188 11, 3'>8 

116, 851 7•1, •136 41,li20 
167' 906 108, 62•1 56, -040 

1,0•12, 227 833, 008 795,fi58 
--·--- ---

2iM, 821 lM,670 78, 271 
226, 027 182, 885 91, 650 
217, •lGl 91, 097 124, 11'1 
221, 110 71!, 990 130, •10'1 
m1,214 47,.148 05, 9•14 
3.Jl,889 172, 160 168,028 
63, 09•1 48, 767 1H,li88 
•17, 594 11, 037 3•1, 795 

176, 017 94,409 79, 609 

245, 188 196, 810 40, 090 --- ------
13, 909 12, 145 1,5G8 

5, 939 5, 104 737 
24, 745 17, 9,17 6,403 
13,lll'l 11,.108 1,429 
7, 301 0,524 764 

19, 529 17, 790 1, 619 
2,164 1,853 282 

17,158 15, 100 1, 7li0 
88, 931 28, 109 5,li85 
311,150 28, 753 7,rnli 
71,119 51, 427 18,747 

27 2fi 2 
1,409 ~150 411 

------ ----
Farms opcmtml 

by- 1r11rm famllleR. 

-·---·----- --- --·--------·--~-~~---

Un-
known. Own-Own- Mnn- Ten· ing III ring Un-

era.I ngerR, nnts,2 formR, fnrms. known. 

·-- --- -·----~- ---- ··---·- - ----·-- ~----

41,356 63,7 1. 0 35.3 !14. 0 3n.S 0.7 
·~ --·-- --·-· .. -··-- -- . --··-·- ··---·-

•l,190 77.2 2.0 2(),8 77. 7 21. 7 0.6 
-· .. --·-- _, -·-- --·-~-··· ---

B53 9:L8 1. fl 4. 7 
185 !)0.2 2.8 7,f) 
148 8:1.6 I. D H.5 
803 86.3 4.1 ~. G 

BG 70,l 3.H 20.1 
1s1 1l s.1.s 2.U 12.8 

1, •Hl 117·1.'l 1. 7 23, 9 
B04 67,6 2.5 20,9 

1,283 I 12 .... 1.0 26.0 

o,or.1_1 M.8 0.9 44.3 

76 ;J8, 3 1.4 f>0.3 
li80 04, 1 2.3 33. (I 

fi •10,<1 7.fi 4ll.1 
910 U!\,0 1.3 ao. 7 
li02 77.1 1.1 21.8 

l,or.o r.s.1 0.5 41. 4 
1110 88.B 0.7 01.0 

!.!, 1li0 30.•1 0.7 [10, I) 
. 402 71. 0 2.fi 2(i,l} 

l·l, 074 71.2 0.9 27.U -----
1, IH8 71. 3 1.2 27.f) 
1, 400 170, •1 1.0 28.ll 
2, 07fi 60.0 o. 7 31). 3 
l, 13fl 83.0 1.1 10.9 

887 185.7 0.8 rn.r. 
1,220 82.0 0.7 17. 3 
l,li20 04. ;f o. 7 8•1. 0 
J,719 68, 9 o.a 80.5 

870 \){),4 1.1 8.5 
891 77.2 1.0 21.8 
898 62.2 O.D SU. 9 

1, 742 di8. 8 1.0 35.2 

12, 7lll [J().8 o.u •18.0 
--"-- ---·-··- -- ··---·-

1,880 00, •1 o. 7 82.9 
1,M2 [18, 9 O.tl ;1Q,[} 

1,650 <Jl.9 O.•I fi7, 7 
1, 716 S7.2 0.4 G~.·1 

827 •11. 2 0.9 57,9 
1, 706 ·rn.a 0.7 49. 7 

039 78.5 o.c. 21.ll 
802 2•1.G 0.5 7'1.U 

1, 989 M.1 0 . .1 45.4 

2, 738 80.3 8.1 JQ,0 --- --·~ ---·~··" .. ~ -·-
196 87.2 u.o 0.2 

98 85,l 7.3 7.6 . 895 73.8 3. G 22.6 
175 86. 7 3.9 9.4 
108 81i;8 5,8 8.4 
120 80.0 1. 0 8.8 

29 82.8 5,8 ]l,;1 
233 89.2 2.1 8.7 
237 8•1.4 l,2 14.'1 
207 H0.8 1. 4 17,8 
U·lfi 72.4 4.ri 28.1 

. ....... 100.0 ........ . ....... 
•12 Sll.2 5, 0 58, I! 

93.8 5.0 
90.1 9.2 
83.2 16.4 
80. 9 12.3 
75.4 2•1.0 
85.4 ]3,\) 

75.2 24.2 
6H.S ao.H 
72.9 2ti.6 

M.H 44.51 
•18.8 fi0.4 
H4. 6 :J;I, 2 I 

f>li.O 42.6 
HH.O Bl.5 
75, 1 24.B 
fl?. G 41.9 
HH.2 01. 2 
au. o r.u.1 
71),Q 29.0 

71.11 27.l> 
--

72.2 27.:i 
70.ll 28.5 
60. •1 38.81 
Rll.1 lG.ll I 
86.2 18.8 i 
82.4 16.8 
65. 7 38.6 
68.8 S0.6 
89.7 U.li 
77.'1 21. g 
li3. 7 35.fl 
lifi.O 33.0 

fiO.H ..tH,•l 
·------ ---~ 

lir), u H3.8 
f>tl.8 '1U.f> 
it2.2 f>7.1 
36.2 mi.o 
'11.ll [17. 7 
no . .-1 •10.1 
77. B 21. 7 
25+1 73.1 
58.6 45.3 

80.1 18.8 
... ,~.,-- ..... -

-··~- ..... 
H7.8 11.3 
85.0 12..t 
72.f) 2l'i.9 
87.8 10.9 
88.8 10,S 
01.1 8.S 
85,0 18.0 
88.4 10.S 
82.8 16.5 
71l.5 10,ll 
72.S 20. •I 

92.6 7.4 
117.8 21l,2 

0.6 
o. 7 
0.4 
0.8 
0.6 
0.7 
o.o 
0.9 
().5 

0.7 ---
0,8 
1.· 2 

8 
I) 

1. 
o. 
o, 6 
o.r 
o. 
1. 
1. 

o. 
-~--

o. 
o. 
o. 

(I 

0 
0 

(),( 

7 

fi 
6 
8 
i 

i; 

8 
7 
6 
.a 
7 
8 
1 

o. 
o. 
o. 
o. 
o. 
0. 
0. 
1. 

o. 
-··· 

8 

H 
7 
7 
ll 
7 
6 
0 
8 
1 

o. 
(), 

o. 
o. 
o. 
o. 
1, 
1. 
1. 

1, 
--· 

1. 
1. 
1. 
1. 
1. 
o. 
1. 
1, 
o. 
o. 
l 

l 

4 
7 
6 
3 
4 
(I 

4 
8 
7 
e 
8 

. ....... 
3. 0 

1 Including owners, pnrt owners, nnd owners nnd tcnan t.s 
tJnclucli~ll' e1tsh nnd share tenants 

•Ineln!lecl ltlso in column nmrkcd "Owners." 
'Ineluding 4 in milittu·y ntHJ nuv11l service not included in m1y stnte or territory. 



lxx STATISTICS OF AGRIOUVrURE. 

Table LXVIII presents, by states and territories, the 
statistics of farms operated hy owners, managers, and 

· tenants. Under the designation ''owners" are included 
the three groups of " owners," ''part owners," and 
"owners and tenants." The farms whose numbers are 
given in the column with the title "owners and ten
ant8" are also included in the column designated 
" owners. )l They iu·e given separately to indicate the 
probn.ble number of farms in the several states for which 
there are two farm families. Under the head of " ten
ants" are included ''cash tenants " and ''share tenants." 
Table r,xv1n presents also, in parallel columns, the mun
ber of farm families reported by the division of popu
lation as residing upon owned and upon rented farms, 
and the number of farm families with forms, by whom 
the question of form ownership or temmcy was unan
swered. The same table presents also_for each of these 
states the per cent which these chtsses of farms 11nd of 
farm families constitute of the whole. 

In preparing· table LXVIII "managers" have been 
left in a class by themselves, 11s it is uncertain how they 
were reported upon the population schedules. Some 
were doubtless reported n.s owners and other, as tenants, 
but the exact number reported as having 0wned or 
hired farms is uncertain. These farms constituted 1.0 
pe1· cent of all. Corresponding in some resi>ects to this 
class is that of farm families for whom no reports were 
received as to whether they owned or hired the farms 
on which they resided. These constituted O. 7 per cent 
of all :farm families, or nearly as large a part ns the 
:farms of managers constituted of the total number of 
farms. A comparison of the two sets of percentages 
in table LXVIII affords evidence of the general accuracy 
of the two reports, the small errors in the farm reports 
of the division of agriculture to which attention bas 
been called, being counterbalanced by errors of the 
opposite character in tho reports of farm families by 
the divl8ion of population. Considel'ing the wholly 
different sources of information and the wide difference 
in itR nature and in the treatment which it received in 
tabulation, the degree of harmony in the percentages 
of the two reports is remarkable. 

The number of farms operated by owners constituted 
63. 7 per cent 0£ all farms in the United States, while 
the number of farm families living on farms that they 
owned was 64.0 per cent, a variation of only three
tenths of 1 per cent. In the North Atlantic States the 
fa1·ms operated by owners constituted 77.2 per cent of 
all farms, and the farm families who owned their homes, 
77. 7 per cent o:f all farm :famiJies. In the South At
lantic division the two percentages were identical, 54.8; 
in the North Central, the owned farms were 71.2 per 
cent of all, and the families residing on owned farms, 
71.8 per ceut; in the South Central the two agreed, the 
per cent fot• each being 50.8. In the Westem division 
the two percentages differ slightly, that for owned 

farms being 80.3, and that for familieR on owned farms 
being.80.1. 

With a few exceptions, there is the same close agree
ment in the percentages for all the states and terri
tories. The most marked exception is in Nevada, where 
the per cent of families residing upon their own farms 
exceeds the per cent of farms operated by owners by 
only 2.8. 1'he difference is due to the fact that most 
of the Indian farm families reported by the di vision 
of population, but whose :farms were not separately 
reported by the division of agriculture, resided upon 
their own farnrn. 

Table LX.IX presents a comparison, by stEites and ter
ritories, of the data corresponding to the 11bove, as 
reported at the Eleventh Census. No statistics were 
reported nt that census for Alaska, Hawaii, or Indian 
Territory. ' 

No such ngrecment is found here as in the totals and 
percentages of table Lxvnr. The number of farm fami
lies exceeds that of farms, indicating that farms were. 
omitted in far greater numbers than in 1900. The dif
ferences "in the two sets of percentages suggest that 
the farms omitted, if such they were, were largely those 
of tenants simi111r to the negro cotton growers of the 
South. The greatest variations were in the South Cen
tral and South Atlantic divisions, in which this class 
of tenants are found, and in which a limited number of 
farms are known to have been omitted from tho enu

. memtion of 1900. The variation in 1890 sLtggests 11lso, 
in view of the corresponding figures for moo, that there 
were factors involving errors in the tabulation of the 
data on the population schedules. As the report on 
the ownership of farms and homes made in 1890 was 
the ifrst of the kind ever attempted, it would not be 
strange if there were such elements of error. 

In its tabulation of the data o:f occupatiom; the divi
sion of population of the Twelfth Census succeeded in 
putting the statistics into a form that will be of great 
assistance in the study of the problems of American 
agriculture. These statistics of occupation will be a 
check, also, upon the accuracy of the statistics of agri
culture and of farm familieR. For purposes of com
parison, the occupation tables of the division 0£ popula
tion, so far as they relate to agriculture, are reproduced 
in table LXX. Lumbermen and raftsmen were consoli
dated with wood choppers under one he11d to permit the 
presentation of the whole table on 4 pages. The classes 
included under the general heads of farmers, planters, 
and overseers aggregated 5,681,234, less than the total 
number of farms, 5, 739,657, and a little less than the 
number of farm families, which was 5, 700,341. The 
number of persons reported under the general head of 
farmers, planters, and overseers may, therefore, be 
compared, state by state, with the number of farms and 
of farm families. Such a comparison is made by geo
graphic divisions in table LXXI. 



~-,ARMS CLASSIFIED BY TENURE. lxxi 

'rABLE LXIX.-NUMBER AND PER CEN'l' 01? FARMS, JUNE 1, 1890, OPERATED BY OWNERS AND 'rENANTS, AND OF 
FAMILIES RESIDING ON OWNED AND HIRED FARMS, BY STATES AND 'l'ERRITOiilES. 

NUMDER OF FARl'ilB. 

STATFJ! AND TERRITORIES. 
Operated by-

Total. 

Owners. Tenants. 

The United States ............. .. 4,56'1,641. s, 260, 728 1, 29'1, 913 
---·~-=-=11,========,1=="= 

North Atlnntlc ell vision ............. :. 058,569 537, 376 121, 193 

NUMDER OF llARM !IAM!I.IES. 

-·-··--·-----·---------

Uoslding on- Fttrms opemte<l Fumll!C!s residing 
by- on-

Total. 
Owned 
fa1•ms. Hired furms, OwnerH. 1renants. Owned 

farms. 
IIlrml 
farms, 

•l, 767, 179 a, 142, 740 1,624, •133 71.tl 28.4 34.1 

600,·107 518, 722 141, 085 81. Ii 18. 4 1s.n 2i.o 
---------·11-----1------ 1-----11-.---.,··-·-·---- -··- ·-·---··-·· _., ___ ·--~---··-· 

Mainc............................. 02, 013 58, 043 3, 370 
New Hampshire................... 29,151 20,827 2, 324 
Vermont.......................... 32,573 27,810 4, 757 
Massachusetts..................... 34,37'1 31,177 3, 197 
Uhode Island...................... 5, 500 4, 470 1, 030 
Connecticut ......... _.. .. . . . . .. . . . 20, 350 23, 310 s, 040 
New York ......................... 226,223 180,472 45,751 
N cw J crsey .. .. . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . so, 828 22, 442 B, 380 
Pennsylvania .......... _........... 211, 557 162, 219 40, 338 

south Atlantic division .. .. .. .. . ... ... 7·10, GOO .101, 057 288, 643 
--·--- -··---·-·--- ---......----

Delaware ...................... ,... o, 381 4, 978 •1, •103 
Maryland . . . .. . . . . .. . . .. .. .. .. .. . . •10, 708 28, 164 12, 641 
District of Columbia............... 382 242 140 
Virginia ........... :............... 127,000 03,311 34,289 
West Virginia..................... 72, 773 50,858 12, 015 
North Carolina.................... 178,359 117,400 00,890 
South Carolina.................... llli, omi 51, 428 08, 580 
Georgia............................ 171, 071 70, 477 01, 504 
Florida . . . . .. . .. .. .. .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . 34, 228 20, HO 8, OBA 

North Centml <livision ·. .. .. . . . . . . . • • .. l, 923, 822 
-------

Ohio ............... :............... 251,430 
Indinnn ....................... .... 198,rn7 
IUlnois ............................ 240,681 
Michigan ......... - . • . .. . . .. . . . . . . . 172, 3•1<1 
Wisconsin . • . . . . . . . .. . • • . . . . . .. • • . . 140, •109 
Minnesota .......... -.. • .. . . .. . .. .. 116, 851 
Iowa............................... 201,903 
Missouri .. . .. . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . 238, 048 
NorthDttkota ......... ·............. 27,611 
South Dakota.................. . .. . 50, 158 
Nebraska.......................... 113,008 
Kansas............................ 166,617 

South Central division ............... . 

Kentucky ........................ . 
Tennessee ........................ . 
Alabama ......................... . 
Mississippi.. ...................... . 
Louisiana ....................... .. 
Texas ............................ . 
Oklahoma ........................ . 
Arkansas ......................... . 

1,086, 772 

179, 201 
17•1,412 
157, 772 
14•1,818 

69, 294 
228,126 

8,826 
124, 760 

Western division...................... 145,878 
-----1 

Montana.......................... 5,608 
Wyoming .............. '............ 3,125 
Colorado.......................... 16,889 
New Mexico....................... 4,458 
Arizona . .. . • .. . . .. . .. . . .. . .. . . .. .. 1, 426 
Utah .................. ........ .... 10,517 
Nevada............................ 1,277 
Idaho . . . . . . . • . . . .. . . .. . . . . .. . .. . .. 6, 608 
Washington....................... 18,056 
Oregon . . . . .. . . .. .. . . .. . .. . • .. • • .. • 25, 530 
California • .. .. .. .. . • . . . . .. .. . • .. . . 52, 894 

1, 47'1, 086 •149, 730 
----- _R ____ R __ 

193,805 57,535 
147, 885 50, 282 
Jlil!, 8'18 81, 883 
1'18, 208 2•1, 180 
129, 681 16, 728 
101, 747 15, 10<[ 
145' 188 50, 720 
17•J, 285 68, 758 

25, 698 1, 9JB 
43, 555 6, GOB 
85, 525 28, 088 

110, 576 47, 041 

668, 972 417' 800 
·-1-----·ll 

134' 529 44, 735 
120, 622 53, 700 

81, 141 70, 631 
68, 058 76, 200 
38, 539 30, 755 

182, 016 95, 510 
8, 761 6~ 

84, 706 40, 054 

128, 287 

5,338 
2, 903 

H,546 
4.,257 
1, 818 
9,974. 
1,181 
6,298 

16, 529 
22, 824 
43,489 

17, 041 

270 
182 

1,B•JS 
201 
113 
543 

90 
305 

1,527 
3,206 
0,405 

02, 122 
29, 151 
82,673 
3•1,676 

5,fJ(J{J 
20,439 

220, 032 
31, 9•12 

211, ,172 

772,fiOO 

0,381 
41, 372 

1!87 
132, 700 
70, 157 

182, 791 
111, 1or, 
17fi, l\88 
36, 025 

1, 978, 0[>9 

250, 20<1 
205, 331 
252, 953 
170, 764 
1'18,3•10 
117, 898 
205,;85 
250,882 
28, 225 
49,&JO 

115, 928 
171, 145 

1, 186, 982 

188,f>(IO 
188, 726 
166,690 
161, 080 
79, 705 

248, 782 
10,419 

146,WO 

57,391 
25, 909 
26, 835 
29, 370 

•J, 125 
21, 705 

17•1, 652 
21, 687 

156, 928 

~18, 461 

•1, 7•15 
21i, 909 

242 
82, 25G 
56, 035 

106, 52:! 
45, 218 
73, ll07 
23,8ll6 

186,.123 
145, 275 
100, 005 
1'16, Oll7 
128, 918 
99, 011 

144, 698 
172, 957 
25, 431 
41, 521 
84, 620 

118;031 

4, 731 94. (i 5. ·1 112.1 7.6 
8, 182 92, 0 II. 0 89.1 10, II 
I\, 738 85. 4 1'1. 0 82.4. 17. 6 
I\, 206 00. 7 9.ll S•J, 9 15.1 
1, 87b 81. 3 18. 7 75.0 25.0 
•l, 674 88. 5 11. 5 82.8 17. 7 

51, 980 79. 8 20. 2 77.1 2'2.9 
10, 255 72. 8 27. 2 67. ll Bll.1 
54, 544 70. 7 23. 8 7'1.2 25,8 

854, 185 

4, 686 
15, •J()3 

1<15 
50, 53•1 
20, 122 
70, 208 
72, 187 

102, 081 
12,750 

00, H'11 
rm, orm. 
02, 888 
30, 007 
19,480 
17, 982 
60, '137 
77, 875 
2, 794 
8,019 

31, 308 
53, 114 

61. 5 

53.1 
60,0 
li3. •1 
?a. l 
82. 2 
65.9 
4•1, 7 
•iti.O 
71i. •.I 

70.(l 

77.1 
7·1.0 
oo,o 
80.0 
88.6 
87.1 
71. 9 
78.2 
08.l 
80,8 
75.8 
71. 8 

88.6 

•JO. I) 
31. 0 
36. 6 
20.1) 
17,8 
M.1 
55. 8 
f>3.5 
23.tl 

M.2 

r.o. 0 
62.11 
62.5 
01. 0 
78. (i 
58.3 
ss.r, 
•11.1) 
G.~. 2 

22.9 72,8 
25.•l 70.8 
84.0 63.3 
l•J,0 83,0 
Jl, •l 86. 9 
12. 9 8'1, s 
28, 1 70. <I 
26.8 69.0 
6.0 90.1 

18.2 88.8 
2•J. 7 78.0 
28.2 60.0 

45.8 

40.•l 
87,:! 
87.5 
118.1 
26,<l 
41. 7 
01.5 
f18.1 
tl1.8 

. 20.6 

27.2 
20.2 
86.7 
17.0 
18,l 
16.2 
29.0 
81.0 
9.9 

16.2 
27.0 
31.0 

613, 501 572, 428 61.6 88.4 51. 7 1s.a 
1-----1------11---- _ .... ___ -----~ 

123, 071 65, 489 75. p 25. 0 GI>. 3 8•1. 7 
106, 777 70, 949 60. 2 so. 8 58. 1. 41. ll 
71, 029 9•1, 701 51. •l 48. 6 48. 2 riO. 8 
60,777 100,303 47.2 52.8 87.7 112,S 
85,•158 4.4,247 55.0 4'1.4 •1'1.5 55.5 

126, 314 122, 408 58.1 41, 9 50. s 49. 2 
9, 903 516 99. 8 o. 7 95. 0 6. 0 

79, 275 67, 695 67. 9 82.1 63. 9 46.1 

160, 585 187, 517 32, 008 87. 9 12.1 

•J.8 
4.2 

11.2 
v; 
7. 9 
5,2 
7.6 
4.6 
8.5 

12.6 
17,8 

81.1 18.9 ------11-----1----- ... -... ·---· 
6, 441 5, 578 868 95. 2 86, 6 18.4 
3, 534 2, 796 788 05. s 79.1 20. 9 

10,178 15,417 s,761 88.8 80,•1 19.0 
9, 518 8, 393 1, 12f> 95. 5 88. 2 11.8 
2, 209 1, 842 •157 02. 1 80. l 19. 9 

11, 884 10, 703 1, 121 9•1. 8 00. 6 9.4 
1, 514 1, 270 244 92. 5 88. 0 16.1 
7, ll97 7, 083 914 95. 4 88,6 11.4 

24, 047 19, 620 4, 427 91. 6 81,6 18,4 
27, 689 22, 508 5, 186 87. 4 81. <L 1s;o 
55, 584 4.2, 252 18, 282 82. 2 70.1 23.9 
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STATES AND TERRITORIES. 

The United States! •.• 

North Atlantic division ..•. 

Maine .•..•..•..••...... 
New Hampshire ........ 
Vermont ............... 
Mnssnchusetts ....•.•.•. 
Rhode lsland ........... 
Connecticut •...•....... 
New York .............. 
New Jersey ............. 
Pennsylv1mia .......... 

South Atlantic divlsloo .... 

Dclaw11re ............... 
Maryland .............. 
District of Columbirl .... 
Vlrglnht ................ 
West Vlrglnln. .......... 
North Citrolhm ......... 
Son th Carolinn. ......... 
Georgin. ................. 
Florld11 ...••............ 

North Central division •.... 

Ohio .................... 
Inc1!ana ................ 
Illinois ................. 
llf!chlgn.11 ............... 
Wisconsin .............. 
llflnnesota .............. 
Iowa ................... 
Missouri. ............... 
North Dakota .......... 
South D11kota .......... 
Nebrnsk11 ............... 
Kn.nsns ................. 

South Central c11vtsion ..... 

Kentucky ..........•... 
Tennessee .............. 
Alabn.mn. ............... 
Mississippi. •............ 
Louisinnn. .............. 
Texas .................. 
Oklahoma .............. 
Indln.n Territory ....... 
Arkansns ............... 

Western division ........... 

Montana ............... 
Wyoming ............... 
Colorado ............... 
Now Mexico ............ 
Arizona ................ 
Utah ................... 
Nevada ................. 
Idaho .................. 
Washington ............ 
Oregon ................. 
California ....•......... 

Alaska ..................... 
Hawaii., .............•..... 

STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE. 

TABMl LXX.-NUMBER OF MALES AND FEMALES OVER 10 YEARS OF AG~~. JUNE 1, 1900, 

fFrom Division of Population 

AGRICULTURAI, J,ABOREllS, 

AJ,L AGRICULTURAi, PURSUITS, 

Total. Farm and plantation. Farm (members of families). 

Total. Male. Female. '.l'otal. Male. Female. Total. Male. Female. Total. Male. Female. 
----- -------- --- --------- ------ ··-··--·------
10,438, 188 9,458,168 980,025 4, •159,346 3, 7U3,fi65 665, 791 2,047,658 1,825,061 222,597 2, 366, 313 1, 925, 247 441,006 

---------- --- ------ --- -------- ---- -----
1,074,412 1, 039, 729 34,683 414, 683 •JlO, 856 3,827 261,838 260,004 1,834 l32,M8 131, 206 1,342 

---- ------ --- ------- ------ ~--·--·---·- -~--··--

76, 923 73, 791 3,132 21, 975 21, 837 139 12,093 12,032 61 9,615 9,544 71 
38, 782 87, 224 1,558 12,714 12,644 70 8,989 8,953 36 3,631 3,598 33 
49,820 481 352 1,468 18,4'JS 18, 323 120 12,583 12,51G 72 5,574 5,528 46 
66,551 M,669 1,882 31,515 81, 801 214 23,821 28, 191 130 4,468 4,<128 40 
10, 957 10, 673 28'1 fi, 3°'1 li,222 82 8,984 S,933 51 703 682 21 
44, 796 43, 247 1,[149 19,847 19, 715 132 14,817 14, 736 81 3,685 3,657 28 

375, 990 863, 619 12,371 148, <156 146, 990 1,466 96,833 96, 059 774 43, ~89 43, 602 887 
68,881 67, 035 1,846 83, 220 32, 741 479 28, 734 23,528 206 7,052 6,913 Ul9 

841, 712 331, 119 10,593 123,208 122, 083 1,125 65,•179 65,056 423 53, 831 53,2M 577 

2,032,569 1; 697, 023 334;9<10 1, 0<17, 591 780,073 207,518 450, 266 ali3, 878 96, 388 593,1'11 ·122,0f>7 170,484 ---- - ---- --- ---
l\l, 002 18, 494 5-08 9,126 8,941 185 5,831 5, 773 58 3,201 3,083 118 
95, 55'1 92,011 8,MO 50, 184 48, 958 1,176 33, 786 33, 301 485 15, 076 1'1, 089 387 
1,488 J, '140 48 018 614 4.' 408 408 ·····-···· 33 32 l 

300, 208 277, 59·1 22, 67'1 138, 613 128, 147 10,466 71,949 66, 567 5,382 65, 732' 60,891 <1,841 
ltil, 722 HG, 1'12 5,580 58, 796 58,107 689 20,l83 19, 904 219 38, 410 37, 957 4f>S 
459, SOG 385, 187 7•t, 119 233,288 175, 316 57, 972 84, 701 64, 234 20,•167 148, 204 110, 714. 37,490 
393, 093 278, 01<1 115, 079 237, 326 135,848 101,478 96, 660 61, 079 35,581 140, 443 74,074. o'li,869 
1\22, 848 1122, 530 100,318' 282,3·17 196, 505 Sfl,782 120, 931 90, 066 30,805 160, 756' 105,800 fi.1,890 
88, 688 75, 008 13, 080 37,343 27, 577 9, 760 15,817 12,486 8,831 21, 286 14, 807 G,429 

3, 508, 808 3, 408, 789 100, 019 1, 223, 143 1, 209, 012 rn, 531 580,579 576, 520 4,059 682, 052 623, 027 9,025 
. -·-------~ ---- ------ --~~~·n ---414, 662 399, fl09 14, 753 138, 000 136, 76'! 1, 802 08,835 68, 383 •152 66, 793 66, 011 782 

842, 733 832, 840 9,89!1 118, 498 117, 62U 8G9 00,086 f>9, 822 263 57, 581 57, 015 566 
462, 781 450, 014 12, 167 181, 959 188, 272 1, 687 102, 39ll 101, 032 764 80, 330 79,•JUfi 835 
Bl2, 462 303, 559 8, 903 97,927 96, fi78 919 48,885 48, 566 319 •17, 709 47, 142 nG7 
270, 007 201, 450 8,557 93, 718 92, 073 1, 0·15 87,058 37, 298 360 55, 199 5B, 978 1,221 
2.58, 9114 2fl2, 120 6,815 9,J,105 92, 889 1,3011 39,280 38, 995 285 54, 435 53,427 1,008 
37.1, GQ.1 30:1,•172 8, 132 133,•150 132, 2\JO 1,160 6'1, 789 61, 476 313 68, 004 67, 177 827 
463, 293 447, 3lri lfi, 978 162, 916 160, 972 l,9.J4 65, 900 65, B21 579 95, 832 94, 518 1, 314. 

71, 626 09, 8<!9 1, 777 2,1,rna 23, 774 419 1'1, 898 14, 748 150 9,257 8,988 209 
82, 8()7 80, 690 2,161 26, 749 26, 149 600 11,445 11, 346 99 15, 2•13 H,7·1G 497 

186, li87 182, 338 ·1;2-19 59, 601 fl8, 760 841 26, 727 26, 510 211 32,564 31, 948 616 
271, 2/i2 2!M,nl8 0,034 89, 271 . 1\8, 462 809 39, 081 89, 417 264 49, J05 48, 582 f>23 

3, 300, 817 2, 808, 511 492,300 1, 565,881 1, 189, 470 876,361 597,842 480, 094 116, 648 964, 638 705, 161 259,477 -·----- -----~···- --~-----· - ----- --- --- ----~-··----408, 185 a!l01 226 17, 959 165, •132 l61, 2il2 4,200 69,460 68,552 908 95, 328 02, 066 8,262 
413, 406 379, 443 SS, !168 182, 905 163, 495 19,'110 69,430 G<l, 055 5,875 112, 653 08, 688 13, 965 
515, 737 886, 735 129, 002 286,195 177, 761 108,484 98,094 64, 011 34,083 187, •171 113, 150 74, 315 
•190, 582 362, 551 128, 031 259, 008 151, 914 107, 754 84,019 53, 885 S0, 184 175,378 97, 779 77,599 
295, 445 227, 014 67, 831 173, 610 114,458 59,052 88,198 64, 008 23,200 84, 798 49,058 35, 7•10 
614,634 585, 891 59,2•JO 278,188 283,628 89,MO. 104, 785 94, 188 10,647 167,818 138,882 28, 986 
94, 931 91,513 3,418 27,890 27, 193 703 10, 710 JO, 520 190 17, 188 16, 680 508 
92, 418 86, 894 5,524 40,582 37,424 S,158 16, 367 15, 592 775 24, 176 21, 794 2,382 

345, 479 298, 141 •17,338 156, 4t>5 122, 365 34,090 56,329 44, 983 ll, 346 99,878 77, 158 22, 720 

465, 159 449, 777 10,382 159, 029 157,657 1,972 109,671 108, 552 1,119 43, 770 43, 043 727 ---- ---------28, 693 28, 149 544 8,979 8,946 83 7,290 7,272 18 1,587 1,578 14 
13, 407 18, 177 230 81818 S,301 17 2,367 2,359 8 921 914 7 
44,904 48, 747 l, 157 14,825 14, 722 103 10, 648 10, GOO 48 3, 738 8,692 41 
27,214 26,278 941 7,578 7,463 115 6,136 5,071 60 2,372 2,323 49 
16,174 18, 904 2, 270 8,398 S,055 338 2,202 2, 058 144 1,137 943 J94 
29, 414 28,401 1, OJ3 8,698 8,624 74 3,6~7 8,630 27 4,824 4, 783 41 
5,890 5, 763 187 2,700 2,729 81 2,288 2,260 23 461 457 4 

27, 489 26, 780 709 7,814 7,758 50 4, 103 4,083 20 3,658 3,618 35 
61, 113 59,159 1, 954 17,455 16, 848 607 10, 964 10,441 528 6,940 6,863 77 
58,490 56, 930 1,560 17,816 17,180 136 9, 741 9,692 49 7,156 7,079 77 

152, 371 147, 504 4,867 67, 498 67, 031 462 61, 280 51,1086 194 11, 986 11, 798 188 

367 354 13 ............. . . . . . .. . .. .. ............... ·········· ............ . ............ ..................... ··········· .. ............ 56,056 53, 380 2,670 48,469 45,887 2,582 47, 962 45,413 2,649 164 153 11 
' 

1 Exclusive of 31 engaged in agricultural pursuits in the military and naval service of the United States. 



FARMS CLASSIFIED BY 'rENURE. I xx iii 

ENGAGED IN SPECIFIED AGRICULTURAL PURSUI'.rS, BY STATES AND TERRI'fORIES. 

Twelfth Census of the United States.] 

AORIGUJ,TURAI, !,ABOJ\ERS
contlnued. FAHMllllS, PI.ANTEUS, AND OVERBEims.• 

1----------llDAIRYMEN AND DAinYWOMEN, l------------,..--·------------.----------1 

Garden and nursery. 1'otal. l~armers 11nc1 planters. mirmers (membcrn of fmnl
llos). 

----~------1'1--------------.. ------ ---..----------.-- 1---..----,----1 
'l'ota.1. Male. Female. Totnl. Male. Femalo. Total. M1ile. Femnle. Totiil. Male. Female. Total. Malo. l~omnle. 

---·-~-" ------ ---- --- -··-·--~"- --·-·------ 1----1----11----1-----
451376 •JS, 247 2,128 10,931 10.0!lfi HOG 5,681,234 5,373,146 307,788 5,488,873 fi,197,li30 291,243 160,0f>3 15'1,343 1'1,710 

_2_0_,2_9_7 _1_0,_64_6 __ 0_51 ___ 1_,2_27 ___ 1_,~ __ 1_20 ___ 0_11_,5GU_ ~~7.~~--ao_,0_1_u __ ._0_01_,n_·J?_ -··5_:::. __ M_r, 29,002 12,001 11,728 _____ .. _!73 . 2 

268 261 7 17 Hl 1 62, 261 •JO, 208 2, 963 lil, O•lll •J8, llll 2, 930 1, 118 1, 088 30 
94 93 1 14 \l 5 24, fil:.! 23, 043 1, 4G9 28, 955 22, f>2fi 1,•130 433 403 30 4 

5 281 219 2 16 7 8 30,675 29,839 1,:130 29,042 28,6311 1,306 639 610 211 
·3, 726 3, 682 '14 63 liS Ii 31, 025 W, 430 1, 5% 20, 778 28, 221 1, f>57 f>GO 538 22 6 

617 607 10 6 5 1 4, 81i0 4, 000 190 4, 080 4, 495 185 87 85 2 7 
1, 346 1, s22 23 54 37 17 2a, 182 21, 807 1, 375 22, 231 20, 938 1, 293 7fi7 689 i;s s 
7,634 7,829 305 151 417 34 2rn;m2 205,010 10,512 210,orn 199,019 10,009 5,03•1 .1,102 332 9 
2, 484 2, 300 134 153 189 14 31, 970 30, u87 1, 283 a1, mo 29, O•IG 1, 2ri0 422 ·100 22 10 
3, 898 8, 773 12f> 454 419 35 202, M2 1U3, 040 9, 200 1\18, 70<1 189, 752 8, U52 3, 4fll S, 207 2H 11 

· 4, 184 3, 588 646 1, 381 1, 121 210 039, 804 873, 147 G6, 057 
--- ------ --- ------·11-----11----1--·--·--

94 85 9 12 12 .......... 9,fi76 9, 200 
1, 272 968 304 400 370 SO 42, 814. •JO, 564. 

177 174 3 132 117 15 220 217 
932 689 2•JS 131 121 10 lfl8, lllO 1'16, 7,10 
20s 186 11 180 101 2s 89, 9:m 85, 105 
383 368 15 84 61 28 221,•127 205,ll53 
223 105 28 59 •14 rn ma, W4 rno, 749 
060 639 21 237 104. 73 224, 81!8 210, 590 
240 234 o 87 n 111 ss, 723 ari, rioa 

310 
2,21\0 

H 
12, 104 
4,&ll 

10,07'1 
13,Mo 
14,BOH 
:i,rno 

91•J,870 Ml, f107 03, 303 20, !108 17, 937 8, 031 12 
----- ~---.. ,--~ "-···- --- --- -------

9,38fi 
41, 39ll 

211 
lfl.1, 927 
87, 7!17 

210, 002 
141!,69'1 
2JR,069 
37,•J86 

9, 081 
3(1, 270 

• 203 
143, 025 
88, 032 

200,72-1 
mo, 101 
20,J, 721 

lJ.I, 08,l 

30<1 135 127 ' ll 13 
2,129 !lfll 8•J8 103 14 

8 H 7 1 1l\ 
11, 002 
4, 705 

15,338 
12, 827 
13,!HK 

3, 100 
2,007 
·I, 787 
2, 978 
fl,H(M 
1, OGU 

2,913 
1, 989 
·I, 111 
2, 279 
•I, 911 

19(1 16 
7H 17 

G7li 18 
099 19 
mm ~o 

3·17 21 

10,512 10,005 4'17 3,172 202 2, 210, 3fl? 2, 12ii, 701 8'1, 050 2, 127 J 3'11 2, 0•17, 283 80, 061 70, 7lf> 72, 901 I 3, 8H 22 

2,438 
832 

2,233 
938 
861 
480 
057 

1, 184 
38 
61 

310 
485 

2,870 
792 

2, 145 
870 
797 
407 
637 

l, 133 
38 
57 

!!90 
463 

68 
•10 
88 
68 
64 
13 
20 
ri1 

14 
22 

792 
•J88 
587 
l•JO 
181 
288 
269 
4i3 
18 
21 

111 
201 

009 
474 
55f> 
135 
111 
227 
259 
420 
11 
1G 
80 

mo 

93 
14. 
32 
5 

20 
6 

10 
23 

7 
5 

31 
16 

209,,107 
220, 028 
207, 9,19 
202, 408 
168, 7•13 
157, 49() 
23•1, 328 
203, 534 

·15, 011 
fil,H59 

121,fi7fl 
178, om 

2110, 2~18 
211, 13•1 
257, 790 
19'1, 007 
101, 927 
152, 094 
227, •182 
279, 072 
•13,099 
50, BOl 

118, BBQ 
172, UB7 

rn, 109 
8,89<1 

10, 159 
7,80.t 
6,810 
5,402 
6,840 

18,802 
1, 312 
l,•J08 
s, 24ti 
5, 082 

260,539 
212,303 
258, 713 
196, 562 
164, 414 
161, 937 
22•1, 721 
280,•!86 
43, '7•19 
•19, 001 

Jl0,04•1 
167, 915 

2·18,0'11 
203, 98•1 
2•11l, oo:i 
189, 001 
l.f>7,91ll 
140, 872 
218, B•JU 
207, 120 
42, 5()<1 

48, 842 
113, •108 
162,512 

12, 408 7, Roa 
8, 870 7,076 
o, 710 8,340 
7, liOl 5, 270 
o, 423 s, g5s 
5, 005 5,011 
6, 870 0,039 

13, 857 12, 23tl 
1, 185 11 002 
l, 259 2, 163 
2, 936 1J, 051 
5, 373 ll, 080 

~1·-- •187- 23 
G, 030 •J:J7 24 
7' 988 301 2(> 
fi, 018 ! 2r.7 26 
H,017 :JH 27 
•J, 710 295 21> 
s, 666 a1:i 29 

11, 821 412 30 
070 122 Sl 

1, 901 202 32 
•J' 073 278 33 
\)' •J81 2•19 3'I 

3,851 S,615 286 1,702 1,523 179 1,080,279 1,M5,SM 114,805 1,621,081 1,513,oao 108,3f1l 52,70<1 40,!i9H 6,106 :l5 
------- ---- ---· ---1-----11----1---- ----····- ----·~-- ~--··-- --- -~- ---·--

644 614 30 294 282 12 239,10•1 22fi,424 lB,080 280,200 217,250 12,1150 8,'118 7,77(i (112 llr> 
822 752 70 209 248 21 220, 021 211, fi74 14, H7 218, 896 20•1, 88(i H, 010 tl, 025 6, 286 33\l 37 
nso 594 so 148 114 34 222, sw 202, 451 20, 428 216, SM 10G, 475 18, 870 u, 880 ri, BM 1, 455 ss 
271 250 21 79 51 28 220, 265 200, 127 20, 138 220, 090 200, 925 10, 105 5, 3Hl 4, 358 058 89 
514 492 22 283 2•14 30 116, 265 107, 611 8, 654 112, 186 103, 028 8, 258 2, 505 2, 181 87'! •10 
635 608 27 487 462 25 860, 700 331, 370 19, 830 337, 902 319, O:.ll 18, 841 11, 796 10, 862 933 41 

48 43 5 12 11 1 65, 237 62, 1}52 2, 685 62, 616 60, 210 2, 406 2, Ml 2, 270 261i •12 
39 38 1 29 24 Ii 49,SGO 47,627 2,839 47,947 45,092 2,255 1,838 1,778 G5 •lli 

248 224 24 101 87 14 183, 942 170, 7,13 18, 194 176, 724. 16'1, 643 12, 081 0, 827 5, 752 1, 075 44 

6, 188 6, 062 120 3, 181 3, 060 121 226, 866 
-'---- --- ------

102 101 l 57 49 8 11, 865 
80 28 2 8 7 1 4, 882 

444 480 14 221 205 16 28, 208 
70 69 1 18 18 . .. • • .. • .. 11, 044 
li4 54 ....... ... ,18 48 .......... 8,003 

217 211 6 82 66 17 17,027 
16 12 4 41 41 .......... 1,972 
68 57 1 52 45 7 16, 288 

551 544 7 142 188 9 83, 452 
419 409 10 167 147 20 84, 297 

4, 227 4, 147 80 2, 845 2, 802 48 64, 928 

348 321 22 
5 

51 
5 ........ .. 

47 4 
17 

6,842 

215, 837 

11,413 
4, 664 

22, 804 
10, 566 
6,583 

16, 1&2 
1,882 

15, 617 
52, 166 
82, USS 
61, 062 

11,479 

452 
168 
904 
488 

1,420 
875 
00 

621 
1,286 
1,809 
3,866 

17 ......... . 
6,260 82 

217' 876 207 t 472 10, 404 6,111 fl, 144 907 •ll> 
1----11----1---·- ---- ---··-- ----

11, 680 11, 104 432 207 191 16 46 
4, 652 •I, 490 .162 100 94 6 47 

22, 148 21, 303 845 665 648 22 48 
10, 740 10, 276 •16fi 271i 255 20 49 
6, 918 (), 228 690 1, 039 810 729 f!O 

16, 566 15, 710 856 433 418 10 51 
1, 871 l, 787 8·1 29 2•1 fi 52 

15, 9l2 15;800 612 258 2li0 8 68 
82, 612 · 31, 858 1, 2M 6Ci5 636 29 54 
33, 168 81, 906 i, 263 052 916 86 1\1\ 
61, 758 58, 012 3, 741 1, 488 1, 407 81 5{I 

17 
5,288 

17 
r;, 176 

.............................. 57 
B 54 M 19 M 

2Exclusivc of 28 In the military iind nnviil service oi the United Stiites. 



lxxiv STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE. 

TABLE LXX.---'NUMBER OF MALES AND FEMALES OVER 10 YEARS OF.AGE JUNE 1, 1900, 

(From division of populiatlon, Twelfth 

FARMERS, PI,ANTERS, AND OVERSEERS-continued. GARDENERS, FLORISTS, NURSERYMEN, ETC.I 

STATES AND TEl\RITORIES. Farm and plantation overseers. Milk farmers. Total. Gardeners. 

Total. Male, Female. Total, Male, Female. Total. Male. Female. Total. Male. Female. 

---- ------ --- ------ --- ------
1 The United States •...• 18, 101 16,517 1,584 5,207 4, 956 251 62, 417 59,556 2,862 37, 181 35, 981 1,200 

--·-= --- ------ --- --··----2 North Atlantic division ..... 2,859 2,638 221 662 639 23 20, 615 19,963 652 12,492 12, 320 172 
--- ------ --- --·------- --·---3 Maino ................... 90 87 s lO 10 .............. ,159 436 23 341 326 15 

4 New Hampshire ......... 120 111 9 4 •1 ............. 356 846 lO 259 257 2 
5 Vermont ................. 93 86 7 1 1 ............. 149 145 •1 111 109 2 
6 Massachusetts ........... 5116 582 14 91 89 2 2,889 2,829 60 1,803 1, 789 14 
7 Rhode Island ............ 79 76 a 4 4 .............. 02·1 613 11 449 447 2 
8 Connecticut ............. 178 165 18 16 15 1 l, 119 1,098 21 751 749 2 
9 New York ............... 903 831 72 197 188 9 7,741 7,404 837 '1,297 4,225 72 

10 New Jersey .............. 2'11 282 !J 111 109 2 2,943 2,880 63 1,781 1, 771 10 
11 Pennsylvo.nla •..••.•...•• 559 •168 91 228 219 9 4,385 4,212 123 2,700 2,047 53 

12 South Atlantia division ..... , 8,660 8,419 241 306 284 22 5,288 4~ 996 292 3,202 3,059 143 ----- --- ------ --- --------- ------18 Delaware ................ 56 52 4 ·········· ............ ............ 175 168 7 95 90 5 
14 Maryla.nd ............... 396 880 16 68 66 2 1,436 1,868 7S 971 939 82 
15 Dlatrlot of Columbia ...• 7 7 ......... ···-· .......... ............. ............ 482 462 20 262 2.'iO 12 
16 Virginia ................. 802 ·" 740 62 72 68 4 062 688 29 498 479 1'l 
17 West Virginia ........... 118 70 48 14 14 ........... 261 232 29 193 172 21 
18 North Carolina .......... 562 50<1 58 16 H 2 348 318 30 177 161 16 
19 South CarollmL .........• 700 684 16 22 19 3 173 157 16 146 135 11 
20 Georgia ................. 882 852 30 88 76 7 437 405 82 283 267 16 
21 Florida .................. 187 130 7 31 27 4 1,314 1,258 56 582 (i{l6 \ 16 

22 North Central d!viRlon ...... 4,125 31429 696 2,173 2,088 85 21,355 20, 281 1,074 13,956 13, 386 570 --- ------ ---------23 Ohio ..................... 525 359 160 450 432 18 4,266 4,082 18'1 2,701 2,608 93 
24 lndlana ................. 401 331 70 188 180 8 . 2,083 1,925 108 1,352 1,299 53 
2li Illinois .................. 577 501 76 310 298 12 4,161 3,959 202 2,544 2,45'1 90 
26 Michigan ................ 367 mm Sil 209 198 11 2,276 ll,160 116 l,•115 1,878 37 
27 Wisconsin .......•....... 821 271 60 50 48 2 1,145 1,089 56 814 782 82 
28 MinncRota .............•• 283 246 8'7 265 260 5 l,O!l!i 1,030 55 742 712 80 
29 TOW!L .................... 417 822 95 151 us' 3 1,988 1,883 105 1,864 1,294 70 
30 Missouri. ................ 465 886 79 350 336 14 2,323 2,190 138 1,573 1,484 89 31 North Dnknta. ........... 165 160 5 li 5 .................. 51 47 4 36 83 3 32 South Dl1kota ........... 72 68 4 2S 20 3 115 112 8 86 83 3 
33 N ebrnska ......... _ ...... 20·1 176 28 76 73 3 629 599 30 428 409 19 
34 KunsuR ..........•...•... 828 27'1 54 96 00 ll 1,283 1,205 78 901 850 51 

35 Sou th Central division ...... 4,886 4, 516 870 70~ 6'10 68 4,426 4,069 357 3, 276 3,023 253 --- ------ --- ---86 Kentucky ....... _ ....... 889 813 76 91 85 0 904 845 59 660 620 40 37 Tennessee ....... _ ....... 417 325 92 83 77 6 684 519 05 416 365 51 38 Alabama ................ 555 •191 &1 131 101 80 386 349 37 272 247 25 89 :Mississippi ...... , •.•..••• 825 814 11 3'1 30 4 429 371 58 376 838 48 40 Loulsia.nu. ............... 1,•.127 1,415 12 1'17 137 10 746 7(}1 42 620 592 28 41 •rexas ................... 776 727 49 167 160 7 003 851 52 621 594 27 42 Oklahoma ............... 63 49 14 17 17 ............. 119 112 7 71 64 7 43 Indian Territory ........ 77 59 18 4 3 1 67 61 6 46 41 5 '14 ArkansM ................ 357 328 34 34 30 4 288 257 31 194 167 27 

45 Western division ........... , 1,587 1,482 65 1,3•12 1,289 53 10,104 9,619 485 3,651 8,500 61 --- --- ------ --- __,__ ---46 Montana ................ 69 66 B 53 52 1 284 226 8 172 169 3 47 Wyoming ................ 74 74 ............... 6 6 . .............. 19 15 4 15 1B 2 48 Colorado ................ 114 97 17 281 261 20 928 902 26 622 616 6 49 New Mexico ............. 19 18 1 10 8 2 116 111 5 99 95 4 50 Arizona ................. 18 18 ................. 28 27 1 109 109 .. .............. 83 83 . .......... 51 Utah .................... 24 20 4 4 4 ............. 888 367 21 238 228 10 52 Novndl\ .................. 69 68 1 3 s ............. 30 27 s 29 26 s 53 Idaho ................... 42 41 l 20 26 .............. 151 146 5 93 91 2 54 Washington ............. 111 109 2 64 63 1 790 760 so 505 498 12 55 Oregon .................. 6~ 59 8 110 108 2 853 818 35 405 899 6 56 C11llfornia ............... 930 912 18 757 731 26 6,486 6,188 348 1,390 1,377 18 

57 Alaska ...... _ ............... ................. .............. .................... ................. . ............ .................. 13 12 1 13 12 1 58 Hawaii ...................... 1,034 1,033 1 16 16 ................. 616 615 1 591 591 . ............. 
' ·-· 

i Exclusive of 1 in tho military and naval serVioe of the United States. -



FARMS CLASSIFIED BY TENURE. lxxv 

ENGAGED IN SPECIFIED AGRIOULTURAL PURSUITS, BY STATES AND 'l'ERRITOH.IES-Continued. 

CensnH of tile United Statos.j 

-- - -- ·-- ·-- - ----·---· 

GARDENERS, FJ,ORISTS, NURSEllYMEN, ETO.-cont'd. STOOK ItAISEltS, llERDEll!I, ANll D!lOVE!lS,• 

---·· LUMBEll.ltlEN~ ItAFTSMEN, ----------------· 
AND WOOD CHOl'l'EllS,2 Stock herders mul FloriHtH nncl n ursm·yn1en. Fruit growers. Total. S took raisers. drovers. 

---·-------- -·-··· - ____ ...:...-
--------·~--- ~---- -~---------

'l'otiil. Mitle. Female. Total. Male. Female. Total. Male. Fama.le. Toto.I. Male. Female. Totiil. Mo.lo. Fe mo.le. Totril. Mnle. Femrilc. 

--- -- ----- ----- ·-- ------- ------- --- ----- ----- ----- -----
16,8,18 15,711 1, 137 8,388 7, 803 525 108,454 108, 241 218 85, 403 83,llio 1,9•17 37, 707 80,626 1,081 47, 71iG 46, 800 866 1 
-- ------ -----·-- ----- ------ -- ------- --- ------- '····-···- -----·- ---- -----.-·"· ~---- --~----- ·----

7,389 G, 9<16 4•13 734 697 37 18, 124 18, 090 25 1,206 1,260 6 241 230 6 1,025 1, 02,1 l 2 
-- ------ -- -- --- -~-·- --- ---- -~·-· --- ~-·~- -----

106 98 8 12 12 ............ 2,149 2, 143 Ci •10 40 ............ 8 8 . ......... 32 32 ·········· 3 
92 81 8 5 fi ........... 1,160 1, 157 3 17 10 l 3 2 1 14 1'1 .......... •1 
iH 32 2 4 4 ............ tl82 •182 ........... 30 80 .............. 3 3 ............ 36 86 . ......... 5 

1;00<1 1,018 ·16 22 22 ............ 859 850 ............. 09 98 1 20 28 1 70 70 ·········· 6 
108 159 9 7 7 ........... 101 161 ............. 5 f) ........... 3 8 .............. 2 2 .......... 7 
837 820 17 :n 29 2 502 502 ·······-·· 12 12. .............. ·1 .[ .............. 8 8 . ......... 8 

2,911 2,677 28•1 533 502 31 2,340 2, 330 l 380 382 4 88 80 3 noa 302 1 9 
l, 141 1,091 50 21 18 3 391 389 2 188 138 .............. 53 63 ................ So 85 .......... 10 
1,630 l,•167 69 99 98 1 10.0~0 10, 007 13 530 630 ............ 135 55 . .............. •t7o '17ti ·········· 11 

1, 257 1,153 104 829 784 45 16,657 16, 008 49 1,21'1 1,196 18 34'1 88!1 8 870 860 10 12 
~--- --- ------- --- --- -~·-·--- ------ -- ----- --···- -----

70 68 2 10 10 ............ 81 81 ............ 4 •l ····-····· 2 2 ............ 2 2 .......... 18 
416 377 39 49 47 2 676 574 ~! 104 102 2 22 21 l 82 81 1 H 
220 212 8 ....... ...... ·········- 9 9 ............ 20 20 . ........... 1 l ·········· 19 19 ·········· 15 
14'1 130 M 25 24 l 1, 726 1, 72fi 1 172 170 '2 '11 41 ............ 131 129 2 16 

49 >12 7 19 18 1 2,'1UO 2,.157 3 ns 53 ........... 18 18 . . . ~ ....... Sf> 35 .......... 17 
97 85 12 7'l 72 2 3,639 3,G28 11 104 98 6 14 12 2 00 86 ·1 18 
24 20 4 3 2 1 1,200 1, 21i7 3 111 109 2 15 15 ............... 96 94 2 19 

122 111 11 32 27 5 H,875 B~855 20 lr>7 150 1 20 20 ............ 137 136 1 20 
115 108 7 017 584 38 3, 131 B~ 122 9 489 •18•1 5 211 206 [J 278 278 ·········· 21 

5,814 •J, 937 377 2,085 1,958 127 28, 790 28, 7,13 •17 19, 208 1s, sr.o 852 9, 008 8,8·19 21\l 10, l<JO 10, 007 1311 2'2 
--

___ , __ 
-·---·- -- --- ---- ···----- --- --- -··- ----·-·-------- -------

l, 169 1,098 71 396 376 20 1,302 1,301 1 378 372 1 128 122 1 250 250 ............ 28 
•179 •133 46 202 193 9 1,101 1,102 2 340 338 2 mu 12'1 2 21'1 21'1 .......... 24 

1,278 1,187 91 339 818 21 1,400 1,398 7 3,868 8,283 75 270 27[) 1 3,082 8,008 7·1 25 
421 390 31 4'10 892 •18 9,484 9,•178 11 800 208 2 80 86 ·········· 26'1 202 2 26 
261 237 24 70 70 ........... 5,954 5,948 11 165 163 2 47 •10 1 118 117 1 27 
271 252 19 72 66 6 6,298 5,287 6 410 •111 5 us 97 l 111.8 814 4 28 
398 871 27 226 218 8 6'17 &17 ............... 604 659 I\ 305 801 ,1 299 298 1 29 
620 578 42 130 128 2 8,020 8,012 8 9<18 938 5 874 871 3 509 567 2 30 
14 13 1 1 1 .......... 29 29 ............ 2,297 2,262 85 1,840 1,811\ 21> 957 9,17 10 81 
22 22 ·········· 7 7 .......... 143 1'13 ............ 3, 941 3,856 85 2,589 2,510 79 1, 852 l,846 6 82 

153 147 G 48 ·13 5 190 190 ............ 4,875 4, 27'1 101 2, 603 2,526 78 1, 772 l, 7'19 23 SB 
228 209 19 IM 146 8 224 223 l 2,030 2,002 M 1,091 1,067 2'1 9·15 985 10 B4 

927 830 97 223 216 7 23, 146 23, 076 70 20, 26'1 19,Ml 323 10,109 9,003 206 1-0,095 10, 038 67 115 ------- --------- --·---- ·--···-- ------ ------- --- 103 ---222 204 18 22 21 l 2,284 2,280 •l 137 131 8 SS Sl 2 l(H 1 BG 
138 126 12 30 28 2 3,385 3, 372 18 204 199 5 73 70 3 131 129 2 37 

04 53 11 50 49 l 2,946 2,935 11 207 199 8 42 42 ........... 105 1r,7 8 88 
45 30 15 a 8 ·········- 2,860 2,859 7 110 107 8 36 3'1 2 7'l 78 1 89 

121 107 14 5 5 ········-- 4,253 •1, 2Stl 17 231 222 9 92 85 7 130 137' 2 •10 
211 189 22 71 68 3 2,843 2,88•1 9 16, 837 16, 076 262 8,427 8, 199 228 7,910 7,H70 8•1 41 
38 88 ·········· 10 10 ........... 81 81 ........... 1,547 1,525 22 744 729 15 803 796 7 42 
20 19 1 1 l .......... 503 500 3 1,800 1, 298 8 629 622 7 677 ll76 l 48 
68 64 4 26 26 4,•185 4,479 6 186 182 3 93 91 2 92 91 l 44 

' 
1, 949 1, 83'1 115 4,fi0.1 4,195 309 21, 878 21, 366 22 •13,036 41,808 1,288 17,807 17,22•1 583 25,229 24,570 650 45 
---- -- --- -------- ----· ------ --- ------ -------

40 36 4 22 21 l 1, 162 1,162 .............. 6,BM 6, 811 48 2,896 2,862 M S,958 8,9>19 9 46 
4 2 2 ....... ......... ............. 298 298 . ........... 4,880 4, 8'10 40 1,712 1, 078 34 8,108 8,102 0 47 

176 164 12 180 122 8 602 002 ........... 4,982 4,835 97 2,548 2,462 81 2,8811 2,878 16 48 
lQ 10 ............. 7 6 1 828 826 2 8,107 7,777 330 2,585 2,•137 148 5,522 5,840 182 49 
14 l<1 ............. 12 12 ........... •182 •181 1 4,148 8,640 508 1,3•10 1,224 116 2,808 2,416 892 50 
73 67 6 77 72 5 167 166 l 2, 985 2,009 16 1,033 1,023 10 1,9ri2 l,M6 6 51 

......... .......... ............ 1 l ............. 147 147 . .......... 928 910 13 808 356 12 555 654 l 52 
25 25 ................ 38 80 8 701 701 . ............ 2,514 2,494 20. 1, 2'Ul 1,212 16 1,286 1,282 •1 fill 

117 111 6 168 156 ,12 B,200 8,231 9 949 989 10 497 491 6 452 •148 4 64 
140 129 11 808 290 18 2,681 2,679 2 8,142 3, 099 48 1,841 1,803 . 88 1,801 1,296 5 6li 

1,850 1,276 74 3, 746 3,485 261 6, 570 6,563 7 •l,102 3,989 118 2,26•1 2, 176 88 1,838 1,818 26 li6 

............ .......... ····-····· ........... .......... ............... 234 234 . ........... 58 47 11 ......... .. .......... ................ 58 47 11 5 
12 11 1 1S 13 .............. 125 125 . .............. 417 •118 •I 78 78 .. ............. 839 38& 4 

·---~··-

•Exclusive of 1 i~ the military ttnd naval service of the United Sta too. a Ex:clllllive of 6 in the militnry nnd nnvttl service of the United States. 



lxxvi STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE. 

TAJJLE LXX.-NUMBER OF MALES AND FEMALES OVER 10 YEARS OF AGE JUNE 1, 1900, ENGAGED IN SPECIFIED 
AGRICULTURAL PURSUITS, BY STATES AND TERRITORIES-Continued. 

STATES AND TERRITORJF.S. 

[From division of population, Twelfth Census of the United States.] 

TURPENTINE FARMERS AND 
LADORERS. 

Total. 

OTHER AGRICULTURAL PURSUI'fS, 

Apial'ists. Not specified. 

Tot1tl. Male. Female. Total. Male. Female. Total. Male. Female. Total. Male. l'emale. 

United States ........... . 2•1, 737 2'1, 450 281 b,000 51 6, 359 24.7 1, 375 1, 324 
==='ii'"'====ll====J==="il=====JJ=======ll====llo==c==='-

928 894 34 208 201 North Atlantic states .................... .. 

4, 231 4,035 

----- ---- ----1-----111----1----11-----11------- ----- ____ , ___ _ 
Maine ......................................... ,. .......... 21 21 2 2 19 19 

720 

New Hampshire........................................... 9 9 1 1 8 8 
Vermont............................... .......... .......... 17 17 6 G 11 11 
l\fassaehusctts ............. ..... :...... .......... .......... 101 91 7 Ii 5 90 89 
Rhode Island.............. . .. .. .... ... .......... .......... 7 7 ............ .... ...... .... ...... 7 7 
Connecticnt ............... ,.......... .• . ..••••..• . .. .. . ... . 20 16 4 3 8 17 13 
NewYOl'k............................. .................... 464 447 17 138 131 326 316 
New Jersey . . . . . . . . . • . .. . •• .. .. . .. .. • • . . . ... • . ... .. • .. . . . . . 66 61 Ii 6 o 
I'ennaylvania............... ..... . .. .•. ........... .••.....• 228 222 1 47 47 

South Atlantic clivisicm .••..••• 20, 094 19, 906 188 

Delaware ............................. . 
MtLryland ............................. . 
District of Columbilt .......... _ ....... . 
VirglnitL .............................. . 
West Virginia, ......................... . 
NOl'th Cttrol!na . .. • • . •. . . . . · 503 fi02 1 
South Carolina . • • . .. • . • • . • 1, 4GG 
Gl1orgilt..... •. . .. . • • ... • . • . 10, 870 
Florirla . . . .. .. . . . .. . . .. • .. • 7, 21i5 

' 1,4•16 20 
10, 768 102 
7,rno oo 

North Ccntml divlBlon... ... ... 1 1 

28 
90 
1 

54 
27 
13 

4 
27 

3·10 

67(! 

28 
88 
1 

52 
27 
11 
4 

27 
lJ.JS 

14 

7 

2 

2 

s 

73 

12 
6 
5 

16 
30 

72 

4 .......... 

12 
6 ......... . 
5 ......... . 

16 
29 

60 
176 

517 

28 
86 
1 

42 
~l 

8 
'4 
11 

Sl'j 

55 
170 

28 
79 
1 

40 
21 
0 
4 

11 
3H 

1-----11----
0hlo .................................. . 

2, 520 2, 428 97 42fi 404 
----111-----1 ---- ----111-----11---- --- ------ ___ , __ __ 

4M 458 3 32 30 

21 2,005 2, 019 

Incllanu. .................... _ ....... _ .. . 
Illinois ............................... .. 
Michignu ............................ .. 
WiHCOnBin ............................ . 
J\Ilnncsota ........................... .. 
Iowa....................... 1 1 .... : ..... 
Missouri ............................. .. 
Nmth Dakota ......................... . 
South DttkOttt ....................... _ .. 
Ncbrttsk11 ............................ .. 
K1msna ................................ . 

Sonth Central clivMon .•....... 4, 641 

2·12 288 4 17 17 
367 362 5 68 6•1 
327 sos rn 71 01 
151 144 7 llfi 91 
220 191 3f> 29 29 
257 2ol G 5fi fil 
114 111 3 29 28 
~ ~ 1 
29 29 

106 105 
218 204 

1 
14 

10 
17 

10 
15 

528 500 28 109 
1-----1-------- --·----11----1----11----

Kcntnalcy ........... ,...... . .. .. .. . . . . • . .. .. . .. • • .. .. .. .. .. SO 29 l G 
Tcnnm;scc................ .. .. .. .. .. .... .. .. ... .• . . . . .. .... . 88 36 2 17 
Aluhama................... 2, %3 2, 013 50 13 13 • • . . • .. . . . 4. 
Mississippi................. 1, 606 l, 013 43 9 9 • .. • • .. . • • 6 
Louisin.1111........... . .. . . • • 22 22 185 117 18 4 

G 
17 
4 

4 

4 
4 
4 

2 

2 

TCXIJ.il_,,, ___ ,,.,........... ............ .......... .......... 176 174 2 103 
Oklahoma, • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . • .. .. . . .. .. .. . .. . . . . .. • .. . • .. . . .. 39 39 

101 2 

Indian Territory........... .. .. . .. . .. . . . • • . . .. •• . . .. .. .. . .. 61i 60 
Arkansa,s .. .. .. .. . . • • . • .. • . .. .. .. .. .. .. • • •• . .. •. . . . .. .. .. . . 28 2ll 

5 .......... .. 
19 19 

Western clivision .............. . I ......... . 964 894 70 474 17 

424 42:l 
225 
299 
2.10 
50 

197 
202 

85 
26 
28 
96 

201 

369 

24 
21 
9 
3 

181 
73 
39 
65 

400 

221 
298 
241 
53 

1U2 
200 
sa 
2G 
28 
9fi 

189 

848 

23 
19 

9 
3 

113 
78 
89 
60 
4 

487 

lllf> 

27 

7 

4 
10 

f> 
1 

7 

76 

1 
4 

12 

18 

-----· ------ ------11-----1-----11-----
Montana. .. . • . . . . .. . • • • . • . • .. .. .. . .. . .. • • . .. • .. .. .. . . .. .. . • 42 42 

457 

1 
1 

68 
8 

83 
55 
15 

2 

----11·----1 -------

Wyoming • . • • • • .. .. • . . • • .. • . .. .. .. .. . • . . .................. _ 52 52 
Colorado................... .. .. .. .. .• .• .... ...... .. ... ... .. 188 177 
New Mexico........................... .......... ..... ..... 23 22 
Arizona .. .. . • . . . . . .. . . • • . .. .. .. .. .. . . . . .. • .. . .. . . .. . .. . .. .. 41 88 
Utah................................... .......... .......... 67 58 
Nevada • • • • . •• . •• .. •• •. .• . • . .. .... . . . . . . • . . . . . •. • .. .. . .. • .. 17 17 
Idaho.................................. ••.•..•••• .......... 19 19 
Washington................ . .. . • .. • • • .. . • .. . • .. . • .. . . • . • . • . 8ll 32 
Oregon..................... .. ... .. .. • . • . • • . . ... •• .. . . . . . .. . 34 19 
California.................. 1 1 • • • . .. . . . • 446 418 

Alaska .................................... . 
Hawaii. ................................... . 

40 
36 

39 
33 

11 
I 
8 
9 

8 
15 
28 

1 
71 
9 

36 
60 
15 
2 

14 
9 

2ll6 

1 ........... . 
3 S6 

14 
9 

251 

8 
1 
3 
Ii 

fi 

41 
51 

117 
14 
5 
7 
2 

17 
21 
25 

l!lO 

40 
88 3 .......... .. 

41 
51 

109 
14 
fi 
3 
2 

17 
18 
10 

167 

89 

• 3: 

l& 
28-

NoTR.-For the farther purpose of showing tho close relation between the two sets of figures there is given in table LXXI, on iollowlng page, by geogmphie 
divisions, tho number of farms as reported by the division of agriculture, and the number of farm families and of persons engaged as farmers, planters, or over
seers, as rcturn_ed by the division of population. 



FARMS CLASSIFIED BY TENURE. 1J1,xvii 

rAnLE LXXI.-COMPARISON OF THE NUMBER OJ!' FARMS, 
FARM FAMILIES, AND OCCUPATIONS, BY GEOGRAPHIC 
DIVISIONS. 

OE0l1IIA.PIIIO DIVISHlNa, 

Unit-0d Slates ....................... .. 

North Atlantlo ............................ .. 
South Athmtlc ............................. . 
North Ccntml. ............................. . 
Routh Central. ............................. . 
Western ................................... .. 
Alusktt and Hawaii. ...................... .. 

Numbernl 
fam1s. 

5, 730, 657 

Farm 
families. 

5, 700,841 

677' 506 675, 776 
902, 225 961, 198 

2, 196, 567 . 2, 174, 562 
1, 658, 166 1, 642, 227 

242, 908 245, 138 
2, 285 1,486 

Indivicluals 
in ilelected 

occupa
tions. 

5,081, 772 

617,600 
989,312 

2,211,361 
1, 680, 279 

226, 866 
6,885 

CHANtmS OJ!' 'rWENTY YEARS IN FARM TENUHE. 

'I'able r,xxu presents, by geographic divisions, a 
summary of the nnmber and per cent of farms opemtecl 
by owners, cash ten11nts, and shf1re tenants, at each of 
the three census years for which st11tistics of temn'G 
have been compiled. In this table the four e1asses of 
"owners," "pt1rt owners," "owners and tenantfl," [tnd 
"ma1mgcrfl" are consolidated under the one head of 
''owners," to pormit comparison with "owners" aH 
reported in till prncnding cenHns ye11rs; the assumption 
bGing tht1t tho cnnmonttors at that time reported as 
farms of ow1rnrs t1ll thn.t were not opomtod for a cash 
rental or for 11 Hhare of the products. 

TAJn,E I"XXII.-NUMBER AND PER OEN1' OF FARMS OP
ERATED BY OWNERS, CASH TENANTS, AND SHARI<; 
'rl~NANTS, WITH PERCENTAGES, BY GJWGRAPHIC 
DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1880 TO 1900. 

NUMBJm. 01" li'AU.'MS ()pgnATICD r11cn OUN'l' ov FARMS 
BY- OPimA·r1m BY-

'l'otal 
·--~·--~---·------ ···------- -YEAR, number 

of ftirms. Cttsh Sh ate Own- Cush Slm1·0 
Own ors. ten· tenants. ors, ten- ton· 

an~~. ants. ants. 
--··---··--· --------- ------
'l.'ho Unitod Stlitcs: 

3, 713,371 13.1 22.2 1900 ........... 5, 789,657 752, D20 1, 273,SGG °'1. 7 
1800 ........... 4,56•1,641 8,269, 728 •154, 050 840,2iH 71. G 10.0 18.4 
1880 ........... 4,008,907 2,984,806 822, 357 '102, 244 7•1.5 8.0 17. [i 

~orth Atlantia di-
vision: 

586, 724 7•1,'121 79.2 9.8 11.0 1000 ........... 677, 500 66, 361 
1890 ........... 658,560 637, 376 52, 120 69,073 81. 6 7.9 10.5 
1880 ........... 696,139 684,817 49, 011 62, 281 8•1. 0 7.0 9.0 

South Atlautic di· 
vision: 

536, 627 252, 809 55.8 17.9 26.3 l\lOO ........... 962,225 l.72,699 
1890 ........... 740,000 461, 057 96,098 192,445 61. 5 12.8 25, 7 
1880 ........... 6<14,•129 •111, 678 74, 946 157,810 63. 9 11.6 24.6 

North Central <11· 
vision: 

1, 583, 841 207, 732 404, 994 72.1 7,6 18.4 1900 ........... 2,106,567 
1890 ........... 1, 928,822 l, 474,086 147,248 802,488 76.6 9.7 15.7 
1880 ........... 1, 097, 908 1, 350, 225 88, 748 259, 000 79. 5 5,2 15.8 

South Central di· 
vision: 

852,620 286,091 619, 455 51.4 17.3 81.3 1900 ............ 1, 058, 166 
1890 ........... 1,086, 772 668, 972 151, 901 265, 899 61.5 14.0 24.5 
1880 ........... 8~6,6'18 505,556 105,092 216, 000 63.8 11.8 24.4 

Western division: 
202,596 18, 782 21, 530 88.4 7.7 8:9 1900 ........... i1ii:~~~ 1890 ........... 128,237 7,292 10, 349 87.9 5.0 7.1 

1880 ........... 88, 723 . 72,005 4,565 7, 163 86.0 5.5 8.5 

Alas Im and Ha· 
wall: 

1900 ........... 2,285 963 1,255 67 •l2.l M.9 3,0 

In the decade 1880to1890 the number of farms oper
ated hy owners increased from 2,984,306 to 3,26!),728, 
a gain of 285,L.1:22, or 9.6 per cent, In the la.st decade 
the increase was 443,643, or 13.6 per cent. The gain 
from 1880 to 1900 was 729,065, or 24.4 per cent. In 
the same period the number of cash tenants increased 
from 322,357 to 752,920, a gain of 430,563, or 133.6 
per cent, and share tenants increased in number from 
702,244 to 1,273,366, a g11in of 571,122, or 81.3 per cent. 
The actual increase in farm owners was greater than 
that in either class of farm tenants, but was only 72. 8 
per cent of the total increase in both classes. 

As a result of this greater relative inerease in the 
number of tenants, the per cent or farms operated by 
owners decreased in both decades since 1880, but most 
markedly since 18HO. In 1880, 74.5 per cent of all 
farms were operated by owners; in 1890, 71.6 per cent; 
and in 1900, 64. 7 per cent, n. relative loss in 20 years 
of 13. 3 per cent. The opposite movement is recorded 
in the per.centages of cash and share tenants. The 
former class opernted 8.0 per cent of all farms in 1880, 
10.0 per cent in 1890, and 13.1 per cent in moo. The 
per cent of l:lbare termnts ineroased from 17.5 in 1880 
to 18.4 in 1890, and to 22.2 in moo. Uon1bining the 
two cln,sses, it is seen that the tena.ut-opemted ~farms 
increased from 25.5 per cent in 1880 to 35. 3 per cent 
in moo, a relative gain of 38.4 per cent as comp11red 
with the relative deerease of 13.3 per cent, in the per 
cent of farms opemted by owners. 

A change of the Sllme essenti!1l character took place 
between 1880 and 1900 in C:.'ach of the five geo· 
graphic divisions. The relative number of owners 
everywhere decreased ancl that of ca:;h and share tenants 
increased, the share tGnants in a less degree than the 
ca.sh ten11nts, The chttnge of thi:; character which 
took place in the decade 1880 to 1890 attracted great 
attention. It wns ti1ken for granted almost universally 
thftt the number of temwts was increasing ltt the expense 
of the number of owners, and that the movement ex
pressed by the increase of tenancy was an ill omen :for 
the republic. 

That there is another way o.f viewing the change:'! 
here recorded, and that in some respects the popular 
conclusion overlooks some very important social facts, 
is evidenced by the point brought out in the discussion 
of the figures of tables LX'V and LXVI thttt the farms 
operated by owners have increased faster since 1850 
than the agricultural population. Such an increase can 
only be possible providing the increase in the number 
of tenants ha~ boen by the elevation of former wage 
employees to the position of farm tenants. Such an 
increase in the number of tenants has been by re
cruits from the ranks of wage employees and not from 
farm owners or their children. The. class of owners 
has increased faster than the portion of the families 
of former owners who have remained oi.1 farms, and 
the same is true of the tenant class. The correctness 
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of the conclusions stated in the discussion of tables 
1,xv and LXVI is evidenced by the changes it; the agri
cultural population shown by the occupation tables for 
the three census years includecl in table Lxxn. 

OHANGES IN FARM POPULATION AND FARM TENURI•l, 

Table Lxxu1 presents a number of important :facts 
deduced from the occupation tables included in table 
LXXI, when eomparecl with the corresponding tables of 
the 'l'enth itncl Eleventh census reports. In making use 
of the tables of the two reports consideration should be 
given to the following fact: The Twelfth Census in· 
eluded in its tabufation of those engaged in agricmltnral 
pursuits a total of 853,257 males under 16 years of age. 
This numl1er does not include those under that age who 
were reported as woodchoppers, lumbermen, or rafts
men. The corresponding number reported by the 
Eleventh Census was 243, 798. In ten years there was 
an increase of 250 per cent, while the increase in the 
number o:f all eiuployees above 16 years of age was only 
12. 6 per cent. The difference in the two percentages is 
unquestionably due to the inclusion of the children of 
farmers as farm laborers in 1900, which ought always to 
have been done, provided they were A.Ctually employed. 

The probable number added in 1900 as the result of 
this change in the occupation table of agriculture may 
be ascertained approximiitely by allowing for the em
ployees undeii 16 a per cent of increase equal to that 
for those above that age. This would give to those 
under 16 engag·ed in agriculture, exclusive of those 
classed as lumbermen and wood choppers, a total of 
274,517, or 578,740 less than the number reported. 
Deducting this number from the total, exclusive of wood 
choppers, lumbermen, ancl raftsmen, reported in 1900, 
there is left of all ages 8,771,181, the number of males 
engaged in agriculture in 1900, to correspond with the 
totals reported in 1880 and in 1890. In all cases where 
comparisons of this sort are made in this report, the 
lumbermen and wood choppers are excluded from the 
tables of occupation as printed by the divii:iion of popu
lation, as all schedules reporting lumbering operations 
were rejected from the farm schedules. 

Table LXXIII presents a sumnmry of the relative 
changes in the various classes of farm population, 
as compared with the changes since 1880 in the mnn
ber of farms operated by owners and by tenants. Al
lowance is made in the table for the change above noted 
in the reported number of children under 16 years of 
age. 

TAnJ,E LXXIII.-NUMBER OF ALL FARMS AND OF THOSE OPERATED BY OWNERS AND BY TENANTS, NUMB.ER OF 
MALES EM.PLOYED IN AGRICULTURE AND THE NUMBER OF SUCH ¥ALES IN EXCESS OF nrn NUMBER 
OF FARMS,. WITH PROPORTIONAL NUMBER: SUMMARY 1880 TO 1900. 

NUMilllR OF FARMS. ~!ALES EMPLOYED IN A!lnI• NUMBER TO 1,000 MAf,ES IN AGRI· 
CULTURE. CUl/rURll OF-

---------
~N&JS YEAil. Operrtted by- Farms of-

In excess of Persons not 
CE 

•rotnl. --- Total. number -"- ·-· owners or 
Owners. Tenants. of farms. Owners. 'l'enants. tcno,nbi. 

·- ----
............................................... 5, 780, 657 3, 718,371 2,026, 280 1 8, 771,181 ls, 031, 524 428 231 846 
......................................... 4,564, 611 8,269, 728 1,294,918 7, 787, 539 3,222,898 420 166 414 ............................................... 4, 008, 907 2, 984, 306 1,02·1, 601 7, 075, 988 3,067, 076 422 ·Ho 483 

1900 .................. .. 
1890 ................... . 
1880 ............... ,, __ _ 

--~---··+----·--------------- ----··· 

'l~xcluslve of woocl elloppers, lumbermen, rltfbimcm, 11ncl children reported in 1900, bnt not by previous censuses. 

In preparing the foregoing table it is assumed that 
the number of men working on farms in any capacity 
other than that of farm owners or tenants is the mnn
ber o:f all male workers less the number of farm oper
ators. This is not exactly correct, since, as may be 
seen in table Lxx, there are many women who conduct 
farms as owners or tenants. If it were possible to 
make allowance for the number of such women, the 
class of individuals reported as engaged in agriculture 
other than as farm owners or tenants would show a 
greater dec1·ease since 1880 than is incl,icated by the 
table. 

Accepting the figures of the table as an approximate 
statement of the relative number of farm owners, ten
ants, and other males employed on the farms at the 
several census years, the following changes are noted: 
In 1880 for every 1,000 males at work on farms there 
were 422 owners; in 1890, 420; and in 1900, 423. There 

was a fluctuation by decades, but no marked change in 
the twenty years. For the tenants it was othei·wise. 
In 1880 they numbered 145 in every 1,000; in 1890, 166; 
and in 1900, 231. There is here seen the same great 
relative increase in the number of tenants as is shown 
in table Lxu, but not associated in this instance with 
any reduction in the relative number of farm owners. 

If now we turn to the class of persons engaged in 
agriculture other than as owners and tenants, including 
the male members of the families of the farm operators, 
as well as their hired men, it is seen that where there 
were 433 such persons in every 1,000 of agricultural 
population in 1880, there were only 414 in 1890, and 
3~6 in 1900. This marked decrease clearly indicates 
that the gain in the number of farm tenants has been 
due to i·ecruits drawn from the ranks of wage hiborers, 
and not from the rank of farm owners .. 
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TABLE LXXIV.-NUMBER OF MALES ENGAGED IN AGRICULTURE, AND NUMBER OF FARMS WITH PERCENTAGES 
Ol!' INCREASE BY DECADES, BY STATES AND TERRITORIES: SUMMARY 1870 TO 1900. 

-··· ... ----·--·· " . ··-- -·- - ... --· ·-· " ---· 
MAf,ES ENGAGED IN AGRICUI.l'URE. NUAfilER 01' FAI/MS, 

moo 1800 
!ITATF.S AND TEllRITORIF.S, ---·---

Per Per 
•rot111. cont Total. cent 

oI in- olln-
crease. crease. 

The Uulterl States •..• 1 9, 3,rn, 022 20.1 7, 787,539 10.1 
=== --- -----

North Atlnntie division ...• 1,021, 630 • 3. 4 1,057,834 2.2 
·- -~-- --- -~--~ ---

M11lnc .................. 71,6'18 •7.0 77,0-15 •6.3 
New munpshirc ........ 36, 067 • 11.4 40,090 •s. o 
Vermont .............. 47, 870 •0.2 52,098 '4.4 
Mu8snchuscttq,. __ ..•.. _ 63, 810 •o.4 68, 178 5.3 
Rl10clo Islnnd ....... _ ..• 10,612 •7.a ll,876 4.8 
Connc<!tieut ..... _ ...... •12,685 23.8 44,3,19 '0.1 
New Yo1:k .............. 361, 280 2 6.4 386, 114 2. 9 
New Jersey ............. 06, 640 •o. 2 06,751 13.5 
Pennsylvnni11 .......... 321, 112 3.5 310, 131 B.11 

South Ath111tlc division .... 1,681, 015 19.2 1,410, 090 •1.1 
----·-

Delaware ............... 18,413 3.•1 17, 801 1.1 
Mnrylund .............. lll,HO 8.0 88, 021 21. B 
District of Colnmbln ... 1, ,131 '14. 2 1, 068 rn .. 1 
Virginia . _ .............. 27fi, 809 14. 0 240,827 o.s 
West Virginia .......... 1'J3, 685 24.li 115,438 7. 0 
North Carolitt11 ......... 381, 059 22.2 312,890 20. Ci 

South C1uolin1i ......... 277, 3.;7 17.0 237, 039 13,0 
Gcorgln ................. 418, 07f> 21.ll g,19,3-H 4.1 
Florldii •••••..••.•....•. 72, 486 35,3 53,558 12.8 

North Centrul dlvlsion ..... 3,880, O'Ju 12,6 s,oo3,lirn 11.2 
-------- -····-·-----

Ohio •••...•••••••••....• 308, 608 2.6 888, O•!U 21, 9 
Indli1n11 ................ 381, 738 0,2 312, 256 2fi,6 
Illinois •.• _ ............. '149, 221 7.6 •117,.179 28, 9 
Mlchlgun ............... 29•1, 086 9,8 267, 9•18 11.9 
Wisconsin ••.....•..•... 255, 507 14.1 223, 022 15,2 
MinneHot11 .•.••• _ ....... 2•16,8•12 33,8 184, ·117 41.0 
Jowii ................... 362, 825 15. 7 818, 48,J B. 7 
Missouri ................ 4<14,303 18. 4 875, S:ll o. 7 
North Dukotai ......... ll9,820 62.3 43, 021 51. 7 
South Dukota6 ......... 80, 553 20. 7 60, 729 185.2 
Nebrnsku ............... 182, 1'18 9.4 166, 631 85.3 
Kansas· ................ 204, 395 8,5 2•1ll, 706 18.8 

South Contrnl division ••••• 2, 785,'135 40,S 1, US·!, 973 9.8 
--- ------

Kentucky .............. 387, 946 26.4 806,868 •2.8 
TenncSHce .............. 376, 071 23.8 BDli,DD3 10. 7 
Alubnmu.: ............. 383,800 32,0 288,81'1 '0,9 
Mississippi ............. BOO, 192 38,8 269,208 6, 7 
Lo11lsinna .............. 223, 378 23.3 181, 101 22.7 
Texns .................. 582, 560 47. 7 394, 355 19.5 
Oklahoma .............. 01,432 1\72.9 18,587 ........ 
Indlnn Tcrrltor)' .. __ ... ' 86, 391 ········ (6) (6) 
Arlmns11s ...... _. _ ...... 203, 602 30,0 225, 947 15. 9 

Wootcrn division ..... _ ....• 428,421 29.2 331, 623 86. 3 ------- -·--~-

Montana ............... 26, 987 99.8 18, 500 190. 0 
Wyoming .....••.•••.•. 12,879 64.2 7,845 379. 8 
Colorndo ............... 48, 145 19.4 86, 184 168.4 
New Mexico ............ 25, 947 13. 7 22,816 62. 7 
Arizona ................ 13, 473 108,0 6,477 89.2 
Utn.h .••••••••••.•••••••. 28, 235 45,8 10,437 3'l.3 
Nevada ................. 5,006 10,9 5,050 21. 9 
Idaho ................... 26,070 100,8 18, 022 288.0' 
Washington ............ 50, 878 87.7 36, 037 190.6 
Oregon ................. 54, 251 24.2 48,682 61. 8 
California .............. 140, 941 11. 2 126, 711 eo. s 

.A.In.ska .••••••••••••••.•••••• 120 ········ (') (0) 
Hn.wnii ..................... 58,255 ......... (') (') 

1 Exclusive of lumbermen, woodchoppers, and raltsmen, 
'Decrease. 
• Deerense of less tho.n one-tenth of 1 per cent. 

1880 18?0 1000 1800 1880 

- --~--·-·- .. --------
Per Per Per Per 

•rot111. cent 'l'o!Al. Total. cent Total. cent Total. cent 
ot iu- ol ln- of In- of ln· 
crease. crease. creitsc. (ll'Cl\.SC-. 

------ --- ----- ----- -----
7,070, 983 28. l 5, 525, 503 5, 789, 657 25. 7 4, 564, 641 13.9 4,008, !l07 50. 7 
-----·--- ------ --- ------- ----- -·---····--- ---
1, 03,J,<i56 2. 5 1, 009, 623 677, 501) 2,0 058, 509 25,7 6911, 130 15.7 
------ --- ----- ------ ------

81,887 (') 81, 950 59, 209 '•1.6 62,013 23, 7 64, 800 '7.5 
•14, 299 'f>. 1 46,502 29,32•1 0.6 29, 101 •10.4 82, 181 8.6 
05, 037 2 5.2 57,88\l 33, 104 1.6 s2, mu •9.1 85,522 5.0 
6'1,7'16 212. 4 72, 706 37, 715 9. 7 84, 374 e 11. 7 38,400 41,9 
10,910 27, 9 11, 7117 ll,498 (') 6,VDD •18.D IJ,216 lli.11 
4319BO 20.1 •18,523 26,9·18 2.3 26, 350 210.1 30,598 20.0 

375,213 O.fi 373,455 220, 720 0.2 226, 228 o.o 2'11,058 11.5 
f!R,819 '7. 0 02,941! 3,1, orio 12.4 80, 828 211.s S•l,307 11.0 

299,80\l 10. 9 258, 772 22•1,218 6.0 211,557 •o,9 213,li,12 22.7 

1,3M,382 24. 7 1, 080, 075 962,226 28.4 749.GOO 10.3 014,420 72.3 
--·-··"·-- ~0••0<•·-·- -·-~---.,.-- ----- --- ---~- ------

17, 009 10. 7 15, 907 9,087 3.3 9,381 7.2 8,7'19 H.O 
89,170 12. 0 70, 197 411,012 12.8 40,7!l8 0.7 •JO, 517 50,1 
1,.145 7.0 1, BflO 2110 242.0 882 •13.9 •135 lOH.1 

238, 951 4, 8 228, 082 107188G 31.6 127,000 7. 7 118,517 00.5 
106, 980 •!G.1 73, 725 02,87'1 27.0 72, 778 10.l 62,07•1 ri7. o 
3111,228 30.4 2'11,010 224, 037 2fi, 0 178,359 13.2 lfi7,GOO tlH.'I 
208, 072 41. B 1'17, 708 15r>, ar,5 35.1 115,008 22.fl 1!3,HM HO, \I 
329, 850 25.8 202. 152 22•1,0lll 31.3 171,071 23.•I 138, 020 UH.2 

j17,•10fl 28.fi Hll,9.f.J 40,8M 19.2 :H,228 •lfi.O 23,'188 128.ll 

2, 701,408 33.1 2,020,0>17' Z, 1oo;·aa7 14.2 1.m.m,s22 18.8 1,6fl7, Olill ft{l,0 
--- ·-- --- ------ ~---~~- -"·~· --- ---·------

800, 120 (2) 300, 207 270, 710 10.1 251,430 1.7 2'17, lHU 2(1,J 
821!, 01'1 28.8 200, :j19 221,897 12.0 198,167 2.1 194,013 20.ll 
488, 700 ]5, 0 375, •107 26'1,lfll 0.8 240, 681 20.s 255,7'11 20.1 
289, 8•16 28.0 187, 036 203, 201 17.0 172,SH 11. ll 15'1,008 55.1 
194, 380 22.8 158, 300 100, 795 16.0 1•10, •109 o.o 184,322 30.5 
130,817 75.2 74, 663 154, 650 82.4 110,851 26.li 1!2,386 98,7 
802,l?r 4•1, 0 209, 907 228,622 18.2 201, 903 8.9 185,851 59.4 
Slil, 681 83. 9 262, 595 284,886 19.7 238,043 10.4 215,575 •J5.3 
28, 368 1,024.8 2,522 45,832 64,2 27, 611 58.4 11,.135 918.7 

.......... . . ~ .. -.. ---······· 52,622 4.9 50,158 187. 7 ............ 
80, 881 289. 4 28, 083 121,625 7.0 118,608 79.2 as, 887 415,3 

205, 234 181. Ii 72, 918 173, 098 s. 9 100, 017 20.2 138,li61 202.7 

1,807,531 39. 7 l, 293, 7US 1, 658, 100 52,6 1,080,772 22.6 880,IHH 73.fi 
------- --- ------ -- ----····-- ---

315,.1•1li 22~ li 257, 426 234, 667 so.o 179,264 7.7 160, 453 •10.0 
275, 020 11. 2 247,958 224, 623 28.8 174, 412 li.ll l65,0fllJ 10.2 
291, 477 28.5 226, 768 228, 220 '11,5 16~, 772 16,l 135,804 101. (i 
252, 324 30.2 193, 725 220,803 53,0 144, 318 41.8 101,772 ·i9.0 
147, 538 28.8 11'1, 530 115, 969 67.4 09, 294 43. 5 48,2112 119.6 
880, 125 116.2 152, 722 352,100 54.4 228, 126 31. 0 174, lfi.1 185.0 

(6) (6) (') 62,495 008.1 8,826 ........ (6) (6) 
(6) (6) (6) 45, 505 ........ (6) (•) (6) (6) 

195, 002 93.7 100, 669 178, 094 48.2 124, 760 82.1 04,'133 91. 1 

178, 006 66.4 106, ll65 242, 908 66.5 145, 878 7,J. 2 as, 7~a 73,7 
-----~ -- --- ----- ------ ---···-- ·-·-··--

4,50•1 118.5 2, 110 18, 370 188.6 ll,603 268. 9 1,510 78.ll 
1,63ll 807.0 16'1 6,095 95.0 3,125 588.8 •157 101. l 

18, 462 108. 3 6, 462 2•1, 700 50. 7 16, 880 268. 7 4,506 150. 8 
14, 025 281.4 18, 482 12,311 176.2 •l,458 ~18, B 6,058 12.8 
B,423 166.o 1, 284 5,809 307,4 1,426 &'i,ll 7117 3•15. ll 

14,'170 38.9 10, 417 10,887 84,8 10, 517 11. 8 9,452 92.6 
4,140 101.0 2, 068 2,184 71.0 1, 277 29, 9 1,'104 Sli. 5 
8,847 168.1 1, 402 17, 471 104.6 ll,008 200. 8 1,885 8/ili.8 

12, 709 238.1 s, 759 38,202 88.9 18,056 170. 0 6,520 108.8 
27,000 104.0 18, 282 36,837 40,4 25,580 l\7,4 10, 217 118. 7 
78, 785 61>.6 47, 580 72,6'12 87.1 52,891 47. 2 85,994 f>l. 5 

(') (0) (') 12 (6) (6) (0) (6) 

1 
(') 

(') (6) (6) 2,273 (6) (0) (') (') (') 

s Dakota territory prior to 1800. 
•Included in Dakotu territory prior to 1890, 
•)lo report, , 

18?0 

---

Totn.1. 

---
2, 650, 0 85 

::::-::.=.;;.,,.~ 

601, 595 
--~ .. --

50, 8°' 1 
2 
7 

29,64 
83,82 
20,5 00 

8 
8 
3 
2 

1 

/l,BB 
251[>0 

210,25 
30,65' 

17'1,04. 

87'1,lO 2 

6 
00 

7,01 
27,0 

20 
73,84' 

9 
0 
8 

65 
80, 77 
93,(1 
1\1,&:l 9 

(\ 

1 
U9,1J5 
10,24 

1,120,0i\ 8 

B 
9 
8 
6 

lM 

---
195, 05 
101, 28 
202,80 
08, 78 

]()2, ll 
~10, 

116, 20 
500 

2 
28 
20 

148,S 
1,7 

............... 
12,80 1 

02 88,2 

610, 99 s 
2 
1 
2 
I 
1 
5 

118,•12 
llll, 14 
117,88 
68,02( 
28,48 
01, 12 
(6) 
(6) 
40,'12 

•18,21 2 

1 
5 

S8 

85 
17 

1, 7 
4,4. 80 

17 2 
•l, 
1,08 

908 
6 
4 
7 
7 

24 

41 
8,12 
7,58 

28, 7 

(•) 
(') 



lxxx STA'rISTICS OF AGRIOUL'"rURE. 

Table Lxxrv gives a different presentation, by states 
and territories, of the· facts shown in table r.xxn1. It 
shows the relative increase since 1870 in the number of 
farms and in the number of males engaged in agricul
ture. This table nmkes no allowance for the 85B,257 
males under 16 year8 of age, 578,'740 of whom were in
cluded in the enumeration of children of farmers in moo, 
but not in preceding years. It'was impossible to secure 
these figures by states and territories. H allowance be 
made for this fact, the number of males in agriculture 
would show an increase from 1890 to 1900 of 12.6 per 
cent, instead of 20.1 per cent as given iu the table. 
'fhe gain in the number of males in agriculture, if 
reported on the same basis, measures very nearly the 
increase in farm population from one census to another. 
Table LXXIV shows that in each decade the number of 
forms increased more rapidly than the number of males 
in agriculture, thus indicating that the increased num
ber of farm operators are recruited from within the 
agricultural population and not from outside ::murces. 
More people leiwe the farms for cities than go to the 
farms from cities and from foreign countrie:,;. 

In the three decades the num l)er of farms, and the 
number of males cngn,ged in agriculture, or, in other 
words, the agricultural popu11ition, incl'emmd as follows: 
From 18'70 to 1880 the number of farms increased 50. 7 
per cent, and the number of nmles engaghd in agricul 
tural occupation, 28.1 per cent; from 1880 to l_SHO the 

farms increa::;ed 13. 9 per cent, while the agricultural 
population increased 10.1 per cent; and in the last 
decade the number of farms increased 25. 7 per cent, 
and the mun ber of male8 in agriculture, 20.1 per cent, 
if all the children reported in 1900 be included; hut 
only 12.6 per cent, or ,:,bout one-half the increase in 
the number of farms, if children be excluded, so that 
the number of males employed in agriculture corre
sponds with those reported in previous census years. 

The general conclusion to be drawn frvm· the con
sideration of all these facts is th1it there is a progressive 
upward movement on farms by which the children of 
farm owners and tenants succeed to the places of their 
parents or rise to higher positions, and that in many 

' instances the wage laborer on the :farm becomes in time 
either a farm tenant or an owner. 

FARM TENUHE AND AGE OF FARMEHS: 

Table LXXV presents n, complete exhibit showing the 
progress of this upward movement at different age pe
riods. The figures are compiled from tho t.ables of the 
population division giving the age classification of the 
persons owning and hiring their farm homes, and the age 
classification of all engaged in agricultme. 'J'he snmll 
number of hettds of families classed as unknown, 80 far 
as the question of owncrHhip or tenure is concerned, is 
omitted, as such omission does not modify the re8tllts 
and its inclusion would necessitrite a very complex 
htble that would be les8 valuable than the ono givon. 

f.A.11Lm LXXV.-HEADS OF FARM FAMILIES AND OTHER EMPLOYEER ON FAHMS, JUNE 1, moo, CLASSIFrnD 
ACCORDING TO AGE PERIODS, WITH AGGREGA'fES AND I'EIWJ£NTAGES l•'OR EACH AGE 1>1EHIOD AND OI,ASS 
OF FARM WORKER. 

--·------. 
lll~ADR 01' I'AMU.JE~ 

Wl'fll- Employees 
othel' 

PER OEN'r 01' A!,L IN AGE GHOUP, l 1Elt CICNT (H"' .AI.I. IN <.:LAHB ()!(' 

womrnns. 

AGE PBnIODA. 
Totnl 

employed 
on farms. 

thnn farm 11---.. ----·.--······--·-----·

·owned Illrctl 
forms. farms. 

owners 
or tenants, Total. Owners. 'l'ennnts. Otlrnrs. Total. Owners. 'l'mumlA. Others. 

--------------111----1--- -11----.11--- --------- --- --·--------

All nges •........••••.•.••• '10, 329, 7!H 

10to15 ......................... . 
16 to 2•1. ....................••••• 
25 to 34 ......................... . 
85 to44 ......................... . 
45 to 54 ••••.••••••••••••••••••••• 
55 to 04. ......................... . 
651tnc1 Ol'Cl' .................... . 
Ago unknown ................. . 

1, 060, 515 } 
2,815,825 
2, 047, 872 
1, 690, 857 
1, 422, 790 

928, 805 
G28, 703 
25,807 

3, 639, 300 2,010, 9fi9 
-::-:::::::::~"7.:.::::..--:: 

70,,142 108,696 
541,237 053,505 
908, 514 501, 089 
91li,G06 37U,839 
683,6'16 181,345 
505,648 89, 989 

7,867 fi,896 

4, 679,415 100.0 35.2 
----= = = 

S,SM,202 100.0 2.1 

853, 130 100.0 26.4 
286, 651 100.0 fill.Ii 
126, 345 100.0 64.4 
(i3,314 100.0 73.7 
Hil, 166 100.0 80.•l 
12, 010 100.0 28.5 

rn.5 ,15,3 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 
---· --- .:..== = . ~-~-... --. 

5.6 92.3 3'1. 7 2.1 9,9 70.6 
31.9 41. 7 19.8 14.9 82.5 18.2 
29.0 10.9 10.4 24.9 2•1.9 6.1 
26.7 8. 9 13.8 25.2 18.9 2.7 
19.5 6,8 9. 0 18.8 9.0 1. 4 
14.3 5.8 6.1 13. 9 4.5 0, 7 
22.8 48. 7 0.2 0.2 o.s o.s 

lExcluslvci of wood cho11pers, luml1crmen, nnd rn!tsmen. 

In the age period under 15 years no persons are 
reported as owning or cultivating farms. In the age 
period under 25 there were 3,304,202 persons working 
on farms and not at domestic service, who were neither 
farm owners nor tenants. They were either wage em
ployes or the children of the farmers in whose homes 
they resided and worked. They constituted 92.3 per 
cent of the whole, while the number operating farms as 
owners was only 76,442, and constituted only 2.1 per 
cent of the total of the age group. 

In the age period of 25 to 34 years the number of 
persons operating farms as owners constituted 26.4 
per cent of all, the tenants 31.9 per cent, and the others 
engaged in agriculture 41. 7 per cent. 

When the age period of 35 to 44: years is roached the 
owners are in the majority, having increased both 
actually and relatively. The tenants have decreased in 
actual as well as in relative number, and the third class 
shows very marked decreases both iictually and rela
tively. The per cent of owners was 53.5, tlmt of ten
ants, 29.6, aµd of others, 16.9. The class of owners 
evidently received recruits from both of the others. 
The children of the owners succeeded to the places 
of their parents, and thus the class of owners was di
rectly recruited from the ''others." Some tenant.<i also 
became owners and their places were taken by their 
chil'.:lren or by former wage-earners. 

The change is a progressive one through all the age 
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periods. O:f the persons on farms at the most ttdvanced 
age period, that o:f 65 years and over, 80.4 per cent are 
opemting farms as owners, 14.3 per cent are tenants, 
nnd only 5.3 per cent are employed in other capacities. 
The evidence of the upward movement is here very 
marked. Judging from the number of farms refative 
to the agricultural population in 1850 it appears prob
able that at that time the number of agriculturist:,i 65 
ymirs of age and over who were not owners constituted 
at least 30 per cent o:f the total, and probably exceeded 
that proportion. At least one-half the heads of families 
of all tiges were either slaves or wage employes, while 
the figures of table Lxxvrn make it plain that to-day 
not more than 15 per cent of the heads o:f farm families 
are engaged in agriculture, except n.s owners or tenants. 

The second series of percentag·es in table LXXY is 
in some respects more striking tluin thiit to which ref
erence has been made. The number of farm owners 
under 25 ymu'.s constituted, in moo, only 2.1 per cent 
of the tofal number of farm owner8, and the number 
undel' 35 only 17.0 per cent of tho total. Tho tenants 
m1der 35 constituted 42.4 per cent of all tenants, while 
of the other workers on the :farm, tho same age period 
included 88. 8 por cont of all reported. Both series 
8how the advancement of the wng·o employcs 1111d chil
dren of farm ors, fir8t to tenaney, ~\nd, with advancing 
years, more and more to farm ownership. 

ACitEAGl~ o~~ I>'AltMS 0~' SPICCIJ!'rnD TENUHES. 

Tahlo LXXVI gives the acreage o:f all farms and the 
acreage of improved m1d nnimpl'oved land in farms of 
six i::!pecified tenures, together with percentages rrnd 
avemge8. 

TAuu~ LXXVI.-ACRES OF ALL LAND AND OF IMPROVED 
LAND, JUNI~ 1, moo, IN GROUPS OF FARMS CLASSIFIED 
BY TENUIU~. 

~'AllMS Cl,ABBIFrnD UY 
TENURE. 

•rota! ............ 

wners ................ 0 
I 
0 
M 
c 
s 

'mt ownars ........... 
wnera nnc1 tcno.nts ... 
rmager8 ..•.......... 

,11sb tenants .......... 
htiro tmrnnts ••....... 

'l'oto.l. 

Ml, 201,546 
- -~ .,_ 
•122, SM, 923 
12'1, 956, 065 

9, 152, 280 
BU,665,821 
77' 860, •163 

117, 711, 99'1 
"" ___ "" 

Improved. 

414, 793, 191 

216, 055, 895 
66, 7•15, 743 

5,441, 941 
11, 178,861 
42,596,859 
82,77'1,392 

AVERAGJi, 

Per cent 
Im· Im-proved. All ln.ncl, proved 

l1uid. 

-----
•19.3 146.0 72.3 

-··-·- ------
51. 2 134.1 68. 0 
45.4 276.7 125.7 
59.5 171.7 102.1 
12.5 1,514.3 188.8 
65. l 102. 7 56.6 
70.S 92"1 65.0 

In the discussion o:f table xxxvu the fact was pointed 
out that farms operated by owners, or for them by 
managers, were reliitively most numerous among farms 
of greater areas and values, and the reverse among those 
of smaller areas and values, and that the opposite was 
true for tenant-operated farms. As regards area, the 
figures of table Lxxvr substantiate the above statements. 

The four groups o:f farms-those of owners, part 
107\JIJ-AGH-l'l' 1-6 

owners, owners and tenants, and manag·ers-nmnbered 
3,713,371, nud comprised H4G,129,089 acres, of which 
289,421,940 were improved. The two classes of tenant
operated forms numbered 2,026,286, comprising 195,-
072,457 acres, of which 125,371,251 were impl'oved. 
The four classes of owned farms had 1Ln average ltrea 
of 174.0 acres, while the tenant farms had an average 
area of only 96.3 acres. The avemge size o:f the farms 
of owners, therefore, wa8 nearly twice thtit of the 
farms of tenant8. It should be noted, however, that 
the difference between the average area o:f improved 
land in rented and in owned farms is much less marked, 
thatfm: the four classes of owned farm8 being 77. 9 acres, 
and that for the two classes of rented f1u·m8, 61.4 acres, or 
only 21.2 per cent less. 

The average are11 of farms opemted hy owners was 
1B4.1 acres, while the nverage o:f all farms was 146.6 
acres. Those bpemted by part ownors averaged 276. 7 
ticros; by owners and temmts, 171. 7 iwres; managers, 
1,514.3 iicres; Ctti::!h tem1nts, 102.7 acre8; and share ten
ants, H2.4 acres. 

The iwemge ttrpa of improved l!tnd in all farms was 
72.3 acros; for fomrn of owners, G8.G rwres; part own
ers, 125.7 um·e:,i; owners and tem1nts, 102.l iicros; man
ngm'8, 1.88. 8 1tcro8; cash tennnts, 5G. fi iwros; ttnd share 
t01rnnt;s, Hn.O acres. The f11rms of owners, msh temrnts, 
imd slmre tenant8, constituting in the ttggregttte 90.2 per 
cent of the totiil munber of forms, did not vary grmitly 
in average t1m·e1ige of improved land, ttll having nmtori
ally less tlmn tho groups of farms opemted by piirt O\Vn
ers, owne1·s ttnd tenants, and nmm1gers. 

The per cent of improved land included in the area 
of the several groups of different tenures vi1ried widely. 
It wa8 greatest for share tenants, 70.B per cent, and least 
for managers, 12.5 per cent. For the farms o:f owners 
and tenants it wtts 59.5 por cent; of owners, 51.2 per 
cent; ttnd of part owners, 45.4 per cont. The greatest 
nnmbcl' oi! farms opemted by m1rnii.gm'H 1tnd by pa.rt 
owners wns in the West and South, where the large live
stock nnd grain farms, genontlly operated under one or 
the other o:f these two tenures, were loc11ted. In these 
sections o:f the country the per cent of improved hmd 
wns small, tho farms being utilized for those ngricul
tural purposes which do not require intensive soil cul
tivation. In the Western division 11.0 per cent of the 
land in managed farms was improved, and in the South 
Central, only 4:.0 per cent. In the smne geogmphic divi
i,iions the percentages o:f farms operated by part owner:,1 
were 30. 2 n.nd 17. 2, re8poctively. 

The per cent of improved land in forms opernted by 
share tenants wns greftter, in all pal'ts of the country, 
tbnn that in farms of owners and managers. The two 
percenti1ges, however, show the widest vnriation in the 
South Atfantic and South Centrnl divisions. In the 
former, the :farms o-f share·temrnts had 56.0 per cent of 
improved land; those of cash tenants, 49. 7 per cent; 
those of owners, 39. 7 per cent; and tho8e of managers, 
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37.2 per cent. In the South Central division the forms 
of share tenants had 64.5 per cent of improved htnd; 
those of cftsh tenants, 41.3 per cent; those of owners, 
35.3 per cent; ancl those of irnmttgers, 4.0 per cent. 

The very high per cent of improved lan<l in the ten
ant brms of the South arii:;es from the fact that land in 
that section is leased irntinly for mising crops. Origin
ally, gref1t are11s of land in the South were held in large 
plantations and operated by slave h1bor. After eman
cipation that form of htbor was superseded hy some form 
of contract leasehold, by which the former sfaves or wage 
laborers were given charge of small tracts of improved 
land, upon which they were to raise cropH. The tracts 
thus leased included only the improved land of the old. 
plantntions, while the land retained by the plantntion 
owners waH mostly unimproved. 'l'his explains the 
exceptionally high per eeut of improved Janel in foTms 
of tenants and the correspondingly low per cent in those 
of owners and n111nagcrs. The same general relation 
between the lands of owners and temLnts exists in 1111 
part.~ of the conn try. A large proportion of tenant 
farms are b~1t parts of large1~ forms onee operated by 
their owners, who, with !tdvancing years, lease the 
larger portion of their eultivnble hincl to tenants, retnin
ing the woodland and partially improved lands as their 
own fnrms. 

Plate 14 shows the relation of farms owned and 
farms lensed, by states and territorieH. 

VALUlG Ol!' FAitl\IS OJ!' SPECIFIED TENURES. 

'l'ablc Lxxvn gives the number of fn,rms of six speci
fied tenmes, together with the toti1l value of all farm 
property, and the average value of the same per farm 
and per acre. 

TAnm LXXVII.-TOT.AL VALUE, AND AVI<.:H.AGE VALUE 
PBR FARM AND PER ACRE, OF ALL FARM PROPERTY, 
JUNE 1, 1900, FOR FARMS OF SPECIFIED TENURli:S. 

VAJ,lJE OJ' ALI, Ji'Al\M PltOPEilTY, 

--------···--
FARMS CLASSIFlll:D llY TENU:UE, Number Average. 

of farms. 
TOtAl. -

Per Per 
\ fa.rm. 11.cre. 

--
All :farms .................. 6, 789,657 $20, 514, 001, 838 83,574 $2•J. 89 

- -.-
Owners .......................... 3,149, 84'1 11, 029, 293, 472 8,502 20.11 
Pa.r~ owners ..................... 461,515 2, 477, 915, 002 5,488 19.SS 
Owners and tcn1tuts ............. 58, 21JO 249, 400, 085 4,679 27.25 
M1iuagers ....................... 59,213 1, 125, 786, 821 I 19,012 12.50 
Ca.sh tenants .................... 752,920 2, 259, 628, 000 8,001 29.21 
Share tenants ................... 1,273,866 3, 371, 983, 012_ 2,648 28.65 

··~---

The average value per farm of the farm property in 
the hands of owners, part owners, owners and tenants, 
and managers was $4,007, while that of cash and share 
tenants was only $2, 778, or 69. 3 per cent as much. 
This variation is no greater than might be expected in 
view of the facts disclosed in .the discussion of table 
xxxvn conceming the per cent of . owned and rented 
farms of various sizes and values. The average value 

per acre for the four groups of owned farms was $23. 03, 
and for the two groups of rented farms, $28.87, showing 
the higher state of cultivation of land tilled by tenants. 

Laud is not usually rented until it i;;; somewlmt 
improved. The ri°ew land in the v\7 est is always tnJrnn 
up by owners, and it is impossible to rent such land, 
except for grazing purposes, until some of it has been 
improved. The fact that the land operated by owners 
was less valuable per acre than that. opemted by tenants 
reflects, therefore, the present state of improvement of 
such limd rather than its natural character. The aver
age va.lue per ftcre was highest for farms of cash tenants 
and lowest for managed fatrms, due to the large tU'e!l of 
cheap, unimproved litncl found in the farms of that group 
in the 'Nest and South. 

Table LXXVIII gives for each of the groups of farms 
classified by tenure the per· cent of the total v11lue of 
t1ll farm property in each of the four specified forms 
thereof. 

TAHU< LXXVIII.-PER CENT OF THE VALUE OF ALL . 
.FARM PROl'EltTY, IN FOUR SPECIFIED FORMS 
TI·IImEOF, JUNE 1, 1900, IN GROUPS OF lrAH.MS CLAR
SIFIED BY TimUilE. 

. . l F.tirm lttnd I Implo-
r.'AilMB or,Assurrn:n DY 'rICNUDlc. ( ~f~i\WJ.0 Bull clings. 

1~~~A1" 
lngs). muehlnory. 

--~ -~-~··--·-

Tim United Stll.tOH ••..•...•• 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Owners........................... 51.0 G2.9 07. 7 
P111't owners . • . . .. . . . . .. . . . • . .. . . . 12. Ii U. l 11.0 
OwnerH unc1 tonnnts.............. 1.2 1. 8 1.2 

4.0 0.1 
8, 9 9.1 

MtUUtgers................. .•. ....• 5. 2 
C1tsh tonm1 k~ .. . . • .. . . • . . • . • . . . • . • 12. 1 
Shnre tenants . • .. . . . .. . • • • . .. .. . • 18. O 13.8 HO 

Live 
H(Ol!k. 

100.U 

f>l.O 
J.J.O 
l.2 
A.1 
!l.fi 

J:l.2 

---···--·--·----'----'-------'-- -·-------

Cash tenants opern.ted 13.1 per cent of t1ll fn,rms, hut 
the average values of the land, buildings, implements, 
n.nd live stock on their farms were less than tho corre
sponding avemges for the farms of any oth01· tenure, 
excepting share tenants. The farms operated by them 
contained only 12.1 per cent of the value of 1111 farm 
land, 8.9 per cent of the value of all buildings, 9.1 per 
cent of the value of all in;iplerneuts and machinery, and 
9.5 per cent of the value of all live stock. The farms 
operated by share tenants constitqted·22.2 per cent 6.f 
all farms, but had only 18.0 per cent of the value of all 
farm land, 13.8 per cent of that of buildings, 14.9 per 
cent of that of implements and machinery, and 13.2 per 
cent of that of live stock. 

These percentages stand in marked contrast to those 
for managed farms, which constituted only 1.0 per cent 
of all farms, but 5.2 per cent of the total value of farm 
land, 4:.0 per cent of that of buildings, 6.1 per cent of 
that of implements and machinery, and .8.1 per cent 
of that of a11 live stock on far~s. The farms operated 
by owners and tenants constituted 0. 9 per cent of all 
farms, but represented 1.2 per cent of the value of all . 
farm land, 1. 3 per cent of that of buildings, 1. 2 per 
cent of that of all implements and machinery, and 1.2 

1per cent of that of all live stock. 
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The part owners operated 7.!l per cent of all farms, 
but the value of land in those farn18 W!18 eq tuLl to 12. 5 
per cent of that of all farm lnnd; buildings, H.1 per 
cent; implements and mnehinery, 11.0 per cent; rtncl 
Jive stock, 14.0 per cent; consequently for each of 
these three gronps, part owrn~rs, owners an<l tennnts, 
and managers, the percenfagci:; of the value of land, 
buildings, implements ttncl machinery, itnd livo stock 
were greater thnn the per cent of the tobtl number of 
farms operated by them. For farmR of owners, the 
percentages of the value of buildings, implements 1111d 

machinery, and live stock, were greater thim those for 
the total number of farms, and that o:f land was lrn:;:-J. 
Owners cultivated 54. H per cent o:f !Lil farms, tho land 
in which had a Vftluc cqtml to 51. 0 per cent of (;he valne 
of n,ll farm land; buildings, (:l:J. !l per cont; irnplcmmits 
and machinery, 57. 7 per cent; imd live Htock, 54.0 pr,r 
cent. 

Table LXXIX :.;hows the value of farm !mid and build
ings, with the per cent of the total of sneh vahH\8 in 
buildings. 

TABJ,ll LXXIX.-VALUE OF FARM LAND AND BUILDJNGH, 
JUNE l, l!lOO, ANb PER OEN'.l' IN BUILDINGH, FOR 
FARtvIS OF Sl'IWmnm '.l'ENUH.ES. 

Jr.AHMI'\ CJ,AHl:IU'fl~O HY 
TNNl!ltE, 'l'otuJ. 

J,1u1<l with 
lmprovmncmtR 

(nxeept 
lmll<llng~). 

Ilnilcllnge. 
Per 

eentin 
lmil<l· 
JngH, 

All fllrmH ........ $Hi, !i74, 11(10, 2·17 $1:1, 114, 402, OfiO $:!, fJOll, 198, 101 21. 4 

OwnerH .............. .. 
J>arL OWll(~fH •••.•••••.•. 
Own ors 11rnl ten1mtH ••• 
Mftlut!(l'l'H ............. . 
Cmih tPnttn t~ ........••. 
Shttl'(l I lHlllll lH •••••••••• 

ti, OHO, 830, :mo 
1,0a7,U1fi,tMf> 

lf>7, 820, OliO 
GAR, nor •• 7ilU 

1, fl80, fi·12, 7M 
:.!, 3G0, 1'10, 308 

25.1 
10.0 
l)i) 4 
i7:o 
10.H 
17. ~ 

The moHt noteworthy facti:i diHclosed by t.hiH tiil>lo are 
the high pnrcentagcs for ownecl farms !Lncl thoi.;e of: 
owners n,nd tenants; the former being 25.1 an~ the l!ttter 
22.4, while those for other :form:; of tnnure rnngn from 
16.6 for flli;ms of purt owners to 17.2 :for tho::ie of sllltre 
tenants. Farm lmildingH are frequently eonstructed to 
satisfy the fancy of the owner rnther than as an invest
ment from which he hopes to secure profit. AR rt rule, 
this is not the casn with farms operated by tern1nts, 
since the buildings on such farms are more ofton built 
with a view to profit than from ttny sentiment!tl consid

. eration. Hence, the lower proportional values for 
rented farms given in table LXXIX. 

Table LXXX gives the number of farms of six speci· 
fied tenures, the number and per cent of those with 
buildings, and the average value of land and buildings. 

TAJII,E LXXX.-NUMTmH OF FARMS, .J'lTNlt 1, moo, AND 
NUMBEH. AND PER CEN'.1' OF THOSE WITH BUILDINGS, 
WITH AVEHAGE VALlTE OF LAND AND OF BUILDINGS, 
FOR FARMS OJ? SPECIFIED '£ENUims. 

FARMS CLAHHll'Ilm 
BY TENUJ\E, 

'l'olnl. 
With 
!mild, 
lngs. 

AVl~ltAC1l~ VAI,UE OJI'-

!
"·-·---·-·-·---- -- ----·--·---

L1u111. Bnlltling.<. 
Por ---·-··~--~- ··~· 

eent 
with 
hnild· Pm l'~r 
ings. fn.rm. uero. 

Pt..~l' 
fnrm. 

l,nr 
fiirm 
with 
builrl· 
lugs. 

'l'otttl ............ 5, ?all, tl57 5, 537, 7111 \10. f> $2, 2H5 $lfl. flO $020 $6'13 

Ownern .•....•.....•... a, 14\1, UH il, 078, llli5 
Ptirt OW11Gl'8 •... ".... •• 4f>l, om (1•1'1, 017 
OwnerB ltllll t.mumts... 53, 2Ull 52, 0()2 
M111111gers . . .. . .. .. . . . • 59, 21il fifi, 825 
Cnsh tcnm1 tH . . .. .. .. .. 752, 920 710, 002 
Shlll'O tClllll\ (H ......... 1, 273, 306 1. 180, 920 

97. 8 2,12·1 
98. 5 3,627 
98. 7 2, 901 
llil.•l ll,(i27 
95. 2 2, 000 
OS. 4 1,854 

10.84 
18.11 
17.24 
7. 08 

20.SB 
20.05 

711 
721 
805 

2,370 
•123 
380 

The rehitive number o:f farnrn with bnildingH was less 
for the tmmnt-opemted farnlH tb11n for those oper-
11ted hy or for owrn>.rs. For c11sh tmmntR the per cent of 
such fornlH was H5.2; :for sh11re tenants, 03.4; fol' 
owners, 07.8; for pitrt. ownern, ()8.f.i; for owm1rs 1tnd 
tenants, ns. 7; and for IUlllUtgers, H3A. The very low 
mtio for marntgers wai:; u11qnestimmbly dno to their 
opemting IL 111rge munber of Rheep m1ielrn::-1, npon mauy 
of which there wero no lmildings. The buildings 011 

tn!tmLged farms, whon reported, show a very high 
valne per fn1·m but it low value per aero. · The 1werage 
per farm was nenrly three times that for imy ot.1101· 
group of fnrml:l _by tenure, and over six times thnt :for 
farms of share temintB. 

In table Lxxxr are Rhown the totiil and 1wemge values 
per form and per 1wre o:f implemcntH and rn1whinery on. 
farms oi' Hpoeified tenures. 

TAm,1~ LXXXI.-TO'l'AL VALUE, AND AVERAGE VALllg 
PEB. li'ARM AND PEH AOirn, Ol!' FARM IMPLI<il\fEN'rn 
AND MACHINERY, JUNE 1, moo, FOR FAH.M.R OF SPEGI· 
FIED TENURES. 

FARMS CLASl!IFIEP llY 'rllNUim. NI}~~~~. of 

VAI.IJE OF !Ml'l,JlMlrnTs ,\Nil 
MACIIINE!tY. 

A vemgo. Per 

'rotttl. ----·-·--··-- c~~nl~f 
P(lr Per of 

fnrm, aero. lnncl. 

Tot11l .. .. .. • . .. . .. . . .. . . . 5, 739, 057 $761, 261, MO $133 $0.90 f>.8 

Owners........................ 3, 149, 3'14 
Pnrt owners ........ .'.......... 4fll, 611i 
Owners 1111cl ten11nts........... fi8, 200 
Mttnngers.................. . .. . . 59, 218 
C11sh ten11n ts .. • .. .. • . . .. • • .. .. 752, 920 
Sbnre tenants .. .. • .. ... • .. .. .. 1, 273, 366 

•139, 125, 805 
83,872, 360 
9,032, 830 

46, 042, 300 
119, 012,225 

113, 570, 680 

139 
186 
109 
788 

02 
119 

--· .. ~-.. 
1.(!'1 11.6 
o. 67 1\.1 
0.91) 1\,7 
0.52 6.8 
0.89 4.4 
o. 96 4.8 
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The average values of implement8 and machinery 
per farm and per acre vary in general correspondence 
with those of land. The average per farm was lowest 
for farms of share and cash tenants, $89 and $92, re
spectively, and highest for farms of. managers, $'788. 
The average for all farms was $133; for farms of own
ers, $139; part owners, $186; and owners itnd tenants, 
$169. 'tho average per acre was low :for farms of part 
owners and mam1gers, being $0.67 and $0.5:J, respec
tively. For farms of owners it was $1.04; for tho:m of 
owners and tenants, $0.99; for those of cash tenants, 
$0.89; and for those of share tenants, $0.9(); w~ilc the 
average for all farms was $0.90. 

Implements and machinery were most viL!uable, in 
proportion to value of him!, on ma1mged farms, their 
value being 6.8 per cent of thnt of the htnd; while for 
owners, the corresponding per cent was 6. t3; for own
ers and tenants, 5. '7; for part owners, 5.1; for slmre 
tenants, 4.8; and for cash tenants, 4.4. Tho great tracts 
of cheap land in the managed farms gave them ti vnry 
low average value per acre, and consequently a high 
value o:f jmplementl; as cmnpared with other forms of 
farm property. 

Table Lxxxu gives the numhnr of farms, the value of 
all live stock, and the avernge viiluc per farm and per 
am·e, for :farms of specified tenure:,;. 

TABLE LXXXII.-TOTAL VALUE, AND AVEHAGE VALUE 
PER FARM AND PER ACRE, ·oF LIVE STOCK, .TUNE l, 
1000, FOR FAHMS CLASSIFIED BY 'l'ENURE. 

FARMS cr . .A8SU~rnm DY TBNURE. 

i-"-Ar_.u_E_<_n.· __ A'~~·-·~~~.~~- .. ~.~,<~.~~-·~ 
Number of· 

farms. ' 

\ 

'l'otitl. 

Avornge. 

!'er Pm· 
fllrm. nC!ro. 

--,-U_li_a-rm~,_-__ -_ ---------.. -.. -.. -.-_ .-.. ·l-5-, 7-3-9,-65-71 ~;o:~.~~- -$Ji-i3; --~-'·l.-tiG-

528 3. 0·1 
95•1 a.<11i 
694 •1.0•t 

4, 218 2, 79 
387 3. 77 
am a.'lri 

3, 1'19, 3441 ~ 1;~~2. ~~5, 8~; 
451, 515 430, 78G, 91\7 
53, 299 36, 977, 175 
59, 213 240, 761, GM 

752, 920 I 291, 7BO, 726 
1, i1s, S66 •loo, nHo, 0<12 

Owners ........................... . 
Part owners ..................... .. 
Owners and ternint• ........ _ .... .. 
Managers ....•.......... _ ......... . 
Cash tenants .................... .. 
Share tenants .................... . 

The very high avcmge value per farm, !ind the low 
average per acre of live stock on farms of managers, 
reflect the location and character of such fitrnrn, a largo 
proportion of them, us has been already .pointed out, 
being live-stock farms located in the West or 8onth
west, with land of less than average value per acre. 
The averag·e value of live stock per acre does not vnry 
greatly for the other forms of tenure, n,nd the averages 
per :farm correspond quite closely with the averao·e 

"' areas. 

STATISTICS OJ!' l!'AHMS 01•' MIXED T1'~Nuru:s. 

Table 20 presents, by states and territories, the most 
important facts connected with farms of mixed tenures. 
These farms are of two classes: (1) those opemted by piirt 
owners, and (2) those operated by owners and tenants. 
Table r.xxxrn gives, by geographic divisions iind by 
mce of farmer, summaries of the number of farms of 
part owners, a!ld the total and average areas of owned 
and of rented land in such farms. 

TA!lJ,J~ LXXXIII.-NUMBER OF FAHMS, .TUNE 1, moo, 
OPEHATF.D BY WHITE AND COLORED FARMERS WHO 
OWN A PART AND HENT A PAHT OF THE SAME, 
TOGETHER Wl'l'H Tfrn NUMBER OF ACRES OWNED 
AND LEASED, BY GEOGHAI'HIO DIVISIONS. 

A.-AJ,L FARMH. 

Number 
A(Jlll~. 

CIEOCIRAI'HW D!VI8lON8, of 
farm A. 

A vgnAGI~ NUM~ 
mm Ol'AC!Un!I. 

Owned. Rented. Owned. Rm1tc1!. ___________ ,_ ------ --· ------- -·---··---- -·-~-

1'hc United StlLt!JH... ·151, fi15 GH, 020, 507 61, 035, 508 laO. (i 1:17, 2 

North Atlrmtic ............ . 
Routh Atlnnt!n ........... .. 
North Cm1tml. ............ . 
South ConLml. ........... .. 
Wc•tem ................... . 
AhtHkil IU\d H1nv1tii ...... .. 

1, 020, 469 
3,069, 741 

s2. 1s.1, mm 
16,9li8,071 

8,81-l,43li 
68, 17<1 

1, 582,313 
1, 828, •103 

29, 02ii,021 
18, 832, 1:!5 
10,f>58,fi.17 

100,080 

---------'-··------·-------·--~-

B.-FAR]\[S 01~ WHI'l'l~ !•'ARMERS. 

'l'ho Unito<l Sh1teH • . • ·120, 010 !ll, 816, 572 <iO, 87fi, 220 

North Atluntie ............ . 
South Athmtio ............ . 
North Uuntml. ............ . 
8nuth Centru.l. ............ . 
WeAtom .................. .. 
AlnHktt 1md .H1tw1tii .••.••.. 

27, Olll 
82, li97 

26•1,074 
72,fi7·1 
2·1,069 

.J1 

1, 916, 373 
2, 670, 489 

32, 105, 201 
16, 2113, OH 
8, 71M, 893 

57,602 

1, 578,03ll 
1,496, G84 

28, 9HU 1 ~OH 
18, 377, 903 
10, •122, 709 

60,mlli 

e.-FARllIS tlJo' cor,mrnn !•'ARM.mu;. 

North Athmtic ............ . 
South AtltmUe ........... .. 
North Central. ........... .. 
South Ctmtrnl ............ .. 
Western ................... . 
AhtHklL and Ifaw1tii ....... . 

Hll 
J.1,302 
1,H31 

13, 805 
827 
98 

'l,096 
300, 2fi2 

701 •!65 
ll70,057 
4H,M3 
10, 572 

•l,277 
331, 719 
85, 818 

451!, 282 
135, 838 
•18,4°'1 

70.(i 
lifi.5 

120.8 
IU0.2 
:mi.:i 
·lUO.i\ 

H6.0 

70.8 
82.2 

121. 3 
22·1.fi 
an4.2 

l,•llH.U 

28.l 
27.3 
•13.4 
18.2 

llil.5 
107, 9 

f>H.2 
119.0 

100.ll 
217.8 
432.H 
78<!.H 

HI.ti 

f>8.:l 
4fi.9 

109.·l 
253,2 
4:m.o 

1, 480.1 

29.3 
23.2 
40.9 
B2. 7 

415.4 
493.9 

By comparing the avernge areas of owned land, as 
given in the foregoing table, with the corresponding 
avemges of l!1ncl in farms of owners, as given in Table 
2, a number of striking differences are disclosed. In 
the United States its a whole, the av-erage farm of im 

owner contained 134.1 ac.res, while the owned hind in a 
farm of a part owner averaged 139.6 acres, or -±.1 per 
cent more. In the North Atlantic division the average 
area of the owned farms was SH. 9 acres, while the owned 
land of the part owners iweraged only 70. 6. acres. The 
same general relation prevailed in the South Atlantic 
division, where the owned farm5 averaged 182.8 iicres, 
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and the owned land in the farms of part owners aver
aged only 65. 5 acres, or less than one-half as mueh. 
The North Central division showed conditions thn,t more 
nearly a1Jproximated those for the country as 11 whole. 
The average area of owned farms was 128. 6 acres, m1d 
the average area of owned land in forms of part owners 
was 120. 8 acres. In the remaining divisions, the owned 
land in farms of part owners considen1hly exceeded the. 
avemge area of owned farms. In the South Central 
division the averages were 196.2 and 156.3 acres, respec
tively, and in the Wes tern, 361. 3 and 208.4 11cres. In 
Hawaii the owned land in forms of part owners avemgcd 
490.5 acres, and that in farms of owners, 35\J.3 iicreH. 

In the South Central and ·w estcrn divisions and in 
Hawaii, where the land in fn,rms o:f p111·t owners wmi 
largely used. for the keeping of sheep and c11ttle, the 
area of rented land exceeded that of owned hmd. In 
the South Atlantic 1ind North Atlantic divisionH the 
reverse was true. 

The average for farms of white farmers does not 
vary much from that for 1111 forrmi. 'l'hc formH of col
ored farmers are of smn,Uer 1wemge 11rea than those of 
white farmers, hut show it rehttively larger proportion 
rented except in the South Central and in the Sonth 
Atlantic divisions, wlwre the areit o-f rentP<l land w11:-1 

less than that of owned lm1cl. 
Table I,xxxrv gives it sunmrnry of tlmt portion of 

Table 20 which relates to fttrm8 of ownerri nnd tcnanttl, 

SOUHOlCS 01!' INFORMA'l'ION AND MI~TilODS 01!' WORK. 

As required by the act of Congress, the name of the 
occup11nt of each farm was placed on his farm schedule 
by the enumern,tor. Bh1nk sp1tec8 for the mmwi:; and 
post-office addresses of the owners of rented far1m were 
also provided. These were gencmlly reported, t111cl the 
result is embodied in '.l'11bles 21 to ~fi, inclusive. 'l'he 
first step in the preparation of thmm tt1bles was to 
trani;ifer from the schedules to ii specially prepared 
card the name and post-office address of the owner of 
each rented farm. There were also entered thereon 
the acreage 11nd value of the farm i1nd the tenure of the 
farmer. Later the cards for each stato were 11rmnged 
by post-offices, and all those bearing the same rn1mc as 
owner were fastened together. 

Whenever two or more cards were found showing 
. owners with the same snrname hut with different ini
tials, steps were taken to ascertain i:f they reprmiented 
the same individual. If the post-office was that of a 
small town, the population schedules were examined, 
and if only one individual of the surname on the cards 
was enumerated, the cards were treated as pertnining to 
the same individual; but if on the population schedules 
two or more similar numes were found corresponding 
to those on the cards, they were classed as those of 
distinct individuals. Examination of the population 
schedules sufficed to determine three-fourths of the 

TABL!l LXXXIV.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE NUMBER OF 
ACRES OWNED AND LEASED, IN FARMS OPERATED 
BY WHITE AND COLOI'!.ED OWNERS AND TENANTS, 
JUNE 1, 1900, BY GEOGRAPHrC DIVISIONS. 

llEOG!t.ll'HIC DIVISIONS. 

WHl'rE OWNE!lS AND 
TENANTS, 

.Acres. 

cm~oJUtD OWNE1tB ANI> 
TENANTS. 

Acres . 
Num- ________ .. Num- ------

ber of Aver- bcr of Aver-
farms. Total. nge per farms. Totnl. ugo per 

Inrm. !urm, 

Tho United Stutes.. 51, 717 9, 003, 212 17'1 1, f>82 149, 068 9•1 

North Athtntlc........... 0,326 794,190 120 6 276 46 
South Atlantic........... 5,589 959,679 172 484 84, 7Sl 72 
North Contrnl ........... 25,885 4,003,882 178 185 15,513 115 
South Centro.I. ........... 12,•187 2,138,238 171 917 89,549 98 
Western.................. 1,430 fi07,2l7 35fi 40 8,999 225 
AhtAlm mul Ifowtill...... .. .. .. . . .. .. .. .. . .. . . . . . . .. . ........................ . 

The total area of the far1mi of owners 1md tenants 
wm1 9,152,280 acres, of which 98.4 per cent were operated 
by white farmer8 and the remainder by colored. Over 
onc-httlf of the area, contiiincd in these farms was in the 
North Uentml division, and nearly one-fourth in the 
South Oentml. 

Some of the managed farms contained html which was 
leased by the owners. No reports were seenred or tt1b
ulatecl from m1tnagecl farrn1:1 that would sepn,m,te the 
owned from the leased land, 1111d therefore no l:ltatis
tics o-f Hnch land 11ppcar in the geneml tables of this 
report. 

eases of uncertainty concerning the identity of nammr. 
In other douht:ful ca8es correspondence with the parties 
in question generally brought r,mtisfaetory results. Let
ters ·were also written whenever the sp1ices :for the name 
and post-office addresl:l of the owner g1we those of the 
11gent instead of the owner. 

There were involved in the work a fow elements of 
possible error. It is pol:ls.iblc, even probtible, that some 
agent!:! were classed as owner.:;, but, except in the cttscs 
of individtmls with larg(~ holding.-i scnttcred in various 
parts of the country, no n111terial error resulted from 
such erroneous reports, 11s there 1tre more agents who 
have care of two or more farms belonging to different 
owners, than different agents representing the same 
owner. In view of the precautions taken, the cm·ds as 
t!lhuhted doubtless indicated the ownership of rented 
farms with a high degree o-f 1tccuracy . 

Jn the first sorting of cards, they were arranged to 
ascertain the ownership according to states, counties, 
nnd post-offices. They were sep1imted into four groups, 
representing the following elassesof owners: (1) Owners 
who resided in the county .in which their rented farms 
were situated; (2) those who did not reside in the 
county in which their rented farms were located, but 
who did reside in the same state; (3) those who resided 
outside of the state; and (4) the cards representing the 
farms for which the rn1mes and post-office addresses of 
the owners were not given. After sortin1r the cards 
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into these groups, and combining all that represented 
the same owners, the cards were tabulated nnd the 
results are given in Tables 21 and 22. · 

The cards representing the farms of owners who were 
not residents of the state in which their farms were 
located, were itssorted 1md tabulated according to the 
geographic divisions in which the owners resided, and 
the results are shown in Tttble 21, which gives a state
ment of the number of rented :farms and number of 
owners of i:mch farms, in and for tho states where the 
farms were located. 

After this tabulation had been completed, there was a 
further arrangement of the cards. All representing 
owners residing in the state in which their farms were 
located were assorted by post-offices so as to combine 
all cRrds pertaining to tho same owner. After all the 
cards had been thus assorted, those relating to own
ers who did not reside in tho state in which their farms 
were located were combined, thus leaving them dis
trilmted according to residence of owner. After having 
been arranged iu this manner, the cards were divided 
into seven groups denoting tho munber of farms owned 
by the individual, and those of each group were them 
assorted and tabulated according to tho size and value 
of farms. The rosult::i are presented in Tables 23 to 25, 
inclusive. 

The schednlmi for Alt1slm and Ifowtdi were printed 
before plans were made for an investiga.tion conccm
ing the ownership of rented farms, and did not contain 
blank spaces on ·which to report the nmnes and addresses 
of owners of such farrnt:l. 

NUl\IBER, AOitlnACm, AND y ALUrn OJ!' RJUNTICD }~ARMS. 

'l:Irn farms in tho United States that were operated 
by cmsh n.11<1 Blun·o tenants, inclucling those of Alfuilm 
and Haw11ii, nuntherod 2,026,280. They comprised 
11)5,072,457 acres, and had n. value, including buildings, 
of $4, 750,888, 795. Of these farms, 752, 920 were opor
tited by cash tenants and 1,273,366 by share tenants. 
Complete statistics of those fu.rms, by race i1nc1 tenure, 
are given, by stutes and territories, in Tables 12, 13, 
and 14. Excluding Alaska and Hawaii, the number o:f 
farms operated by tenants was 2,024,964. A summary 
of these facts, by geographic divisions, is given in table 
r,xxxv. 
TAm,:m LXXXV.-NUMBER, ACREAGE, AND VALUE OF 
. RENTED FARMS, BY GEOGI<.APHIO DIVISIONS. 
-·-

NUMllER 01' l'AltMS. 

GEOGl\A.PlIIO DIVI· 'l'otal acrcs. Total value, BIO NS. Operated Operated 
'l'ota.I. by cash by share 

tenants. tenants. 

---
The United SW.teal •. 2,024,964 751, 665 1,278,299 105, 038, 537 $4, 7'18, 426, 170 

---- ---
North Atlantic .. _ .. _. 1'10, 782 66, 861 74, '121 14, 758, 977 052, 896, 670 
Sonth Atla.ntio ....... 425,698 172, 699 252, 899 31, 910,026 364, 676, 040 
North Central. ....... 612, 720 207, 782• 404, 994 79,059,002 2, 834, 872, 810 
South Central ........ 805, 046 286, 091 519,455 55, 705,213 033, 7811, 018 
Wesiern .............. 40,312 18, 782 21, 530 18, 599, 719 262, 695, 137 

I Exclusive oi Alaska and Hawaii, ' 

The Jnrgest number of rented farms wus reported 
from the South Central division, in which were 28G,091 
cash tenants and 519,455 share tenants. The avemge 
11rea of these :farms was less tlutn the general avemge 
for the United States, and t.heir avemge value per acre 
was also smaller. The total area of rented forms in the 
South Central division was exceeded by that for the 
North Central division, and the total value of such 
farms by that for both the North Central and North 
Atlantic divisions. 

Of the rented farms in the United States, the names 
and post-office addresses of the owners of 1,934,34(), or 
H5.5 per cent, were reported, lea.ving 90,618, or 4.5 per 
cent, not reported. The farms for which tho desired 
information was not reuorted were somewhat ln,rger 
ttnd more valuable on an average than the rentec1 farms 
for which the information was furnished. Hence the 
per cent of acres and values of rented farms with 
owners not reported is higher than the per oent of the 
number of ~mch farms, being 5.3 for the ttoreage, and 
4:. 7 for the value, This juformation, expressed h1 per
centages, is given in table Lxxxvr :for rn1ch of tho geo
graphic divisions. 

TAnr.1~ LXXXVI.-PER CENT OF THE NUMBl~R, ACREAGE, 
AND VALUE 01'' REN'.rED FARMS, WI'l'H OWNEHS rm. 
l'ORTED, AND OF THOSE NOT REPORTlW, DY GEO· 
GRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

OEOORAl'IIIC DlVISIONR. 

WITII OWNEUS UE~ 
POllTED. 

Wl1'1! OWNEHS N01' IU:· 
11on·r1~n. 

1----,---..,-----1~--- ··-·<-· _ ..... 

FtirmH. Acres. Vaine. FarmH. Aertis. Vnluo. 
-·----·----- ---'--1·---·· --- .. 

'l'he U11ih1d f;tates..... 95. 5 91. 7 D5. 3 ·I. 5 5. 3 4. 7 

NorthAt111ntlo .............. 95.2 96.0 95.7 4.8 4.0 4.3 
South Atlant!()....... • . .. • • • 96. 7 96. o 96. 3 a. s 3. 4 3. 7 
North Contml....... ... .. . .. 94.1 98. 9 95.1 f>. 9 !\. l 4. 9 
South Contra!. .. . .. . . • . • • . . . ou. s 9·1. \J 96. 2 s. 7 li.1 a. 8 
we~torn..................... 01 .. 1 92.6 92.8 8.6 7.4 7.2 
Alaska and llt1wal! 1 ........................................................ .. 

-----------'-----'------'---"-----'----··-----
1 No report rouc\ved. 

The desired informn.tion relating to rented farms was 
i·eported most fully from the South Atlantic division, 
and least from the Western, the per cent not reported 
being 3.3 in the former, and 8.6 in the latter. 

Table Lxxxvrr presents a summary of the results 
obtained 'from the first sorting and tabulating of the 
cards. The detailed results of that tabulation are 
embodied in Table 22, which gives, by sta,tes and terri
tories, the number, acreage, and value of the. rented' 
farms whose owners reside in the county in which 
their farms are located; of :farms whose owners reside 
in the state, but not in the county in which their farms 
are located; farms whose owners are nonresidents of 
the state; and farms for which the names and post
office addresses of owners were not ·reported. 
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TAnLE LXXXVII.-NUMBER, ACREAGE, AND VALUE OF 
RENTED FARMS, AND PER CENT OF SUCH FARMS, IN 
SPECIFIED GROUPS CLASSIFIED BY RESIDENCE OF 
OWNERS WITH RESPECT TO 'fI-IE COUNTY IN WHICH 
TlIE FARMS AHE LOCATED, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVI
SIONS. 

(JECIU HAPIIIC DIVISIONS. 

A.-ALL FARMS. 

Number of 
farms. Acres. Val no. Per cent.I 

-----------·-·l-----1------1---
The United States.... 2, 024, 904 195, 033, 537 84, 748, 42tl, 170 100. O 

North Atlantic............. 140, 782 14, 758, 977 052, aon, 070 100. o 
Sout11 Atlantic............. 425, 698 Ill, U!0,026 364, 076, 0-10 100. O 
North Central . . . . . . . . . . . . . 612, 726 79, 059, 602 2, 834, 872, 310 100. 0 
south Central . . . . . .. . . . .• . 805, 6'16 65, 705, 213 033, 786, OlS 100. O 
Western .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40, s12 13, 599, 719 262, 695, 137 100. o 
Alnsk1111nd Hawaii' .........................•..•.............................• 

B.-FARMS WITH OWNERS ImSIDING IN COUN'l'Y IN WHICH FARMS 
ARE LOCA'l'ED. 

The United SttltCH.... 1, 523, 863 129, 021, 758 $3, 384, 728, 753 76. 2 

North Atlantic............. 106,975 11,170,588 503,639,371 7!i.O 
South Atluntie............. sso, 902 22,.rn5, 392 200, nuo, 618 77. H 
North Ccntml.............. 420, 259 lil, 002, fifi2 1, 988, 008, 870 fi!l. (i 
South Central.............. GS,1,844 B7,Gl2,430 473,088,837 78.8 
WcHtern.................... 24, 883 7, 310, 79U 153, 301, 061 61. 7 
Alusktt nnd H1twllii' .......................................................... . 

c.-FARMS WJ.'l'Il OWNims ltESIDINO IN S'l'A'!'E llll'r NO'r IN COUNTY 
IN WHICH FAHMS ARE r,OCATim. 

'rhu United Slo.teH. ... B07, nrio :is, 717, 085 $82B, 1190, 204 15. 2 

North Atlm1tie............. 20, :112 2, 25·!, o2(l IM, :l30,fiti2 1'1.5 
8011\h Atluntlc..... ... . . . .. ll<l, G72 n, 2fi·I, 210 57, 678, li79 10. 2 
North Central.............. 105, 4:lO H, URfi, G\l3 493, 958, O\l5 17. 2 
SouthCentml. ............. 107,\IH.'i 1U,781),76G 101,207,5li0 13,4 
Wc~tern............. .. . . . . . 9, 227 •l,•132,890 70, 215, il28 22, 9 
AlttHko. nnd Ifawnii' ......................................................... .. 

D.-FARMS WITH OWNJms Rl~SillING ounmm B'l'ATE IN WllICI:I 
FARMS AHE J,OCA'l'Ell. 

'.l'lwUnited StateH.... 102,827 lli,81\l,3'17 $310,180,108 5.1 

North Atlflntie ............ . 
South Atlflntiu ........... .. 
North Ccntrnl. ....... . 
South Central. ........ . 
Western ................ . 
Alaska and Ifawuil ' .•.. 

O,<H1J 
15, 828 
44,HH 
33,01'1 
2,727 

7'11, 2B8 
2, 100,473 
8, lfi'11191 
4, 47f>, 1127 

8'17, 518 

26, 227, 29f> 
201 ufll., mm 

213, 424, 112 
35, ms, mo 
14,379,032 

J~.-FARMS Wl'l'H OWNEUS NO'.l' REPOR'l'lW. 

'l'he United StMeH .... r-·-·-;~~-;;--~~-. 375, 347 $224, 127, 0'10 

•1.7 
3. 7 
7.3 
4.1 
6.8 

4.5 

North Atlantic............. O, 821 692, 62.5 28, 199, 452 4. 8 
South Atlan~lc............. 14, 11)6 1, 089, 951 JS, 355, 144 3. 3 
NorthOentral.............. 36,423 4,857, 1110 189,481,227 5.9 
South Centml... .. .. . .. .... 20, 703 2, 827, 090 24, 291, 490 a. 7 
Western .................... 3,475 1,008,515 18,799,726 8.6 
Alaska and l:Iawali2 .......................................................... . 

1 'l'he pcrcentnges of the number or farms In group A that arc found In groups 
B, C, D, and E. 

~No reports received relating to the subject. 

Of the 1,934,346 farms in the United States for which 
the names and post-office addresses of the owners were 
reported, the owners of 1,523,863, or 78.8 per cent, 

resided in the same county in which their farms were 
located; 307,G56, or 15.H per cent, in the same state but 
not in the s~1me county; and 102,827, or 5.a per cent, 
outside of the state. Many residing- in the sitme state, 
but not in the 'same county, had homes very near their 
rented farms. This was notably the case with farms 
located near county lines. Such owners can hardly be 
classed as nonresidents, 11nd the very small per cent of 
rented farms owned by non:·esident landlords would 
have been still further reduced if it had been practimtble 
to exclude such owners. 
· The Western division had the smallest proportion of 

rented farms whoso owners resided in the county where 
their rented farms were located, and thif:i :fact probably 
accounts for the comparatively large number ol' farms 
in that division fo1: which the namt~s and post-of-lice ad
dl'esses of the owners were not reported. The South Cen
tral 1111d South .Atlantic divisions had the largest propor
tion of owners residing in tho county whore their rented 
:farms are located, and to this fact is due the sm111l pm· cent 
of farms with owners not reported in those divi:.iiom;, 

The large aver11ge 1u·m1 ttnd value of rented farms in 
the Western division the owners o:f which wore not re
ported, comp11rcd with the munbcr of imch farms, merely 
rotloct. the fac(; thut tlrn avel'11g-c 11rm1 ltnd value of rented 
farms i::; gre11t<:~st in tlmt division. 

Tho North Cont-.ml division had the ln.rgest., and the 
Western tho next htrgest, proportion of rented farnis 
with owners residing- outside of tho rit11to. 

The first sorting and combimttion of cards with refer
ence to the county and state in which the farms were 
located showed 1,282,88(1 owners for tho 1,034,3~1:6 
farms with owner::; reported. Of these, 1,224,917 
resided in the stlite in which their rented farms were 
loci1ted, 11nd 57,H19 were nonresidents. After the 
"out-of-state" card::; lmd been distributed, in the states 
and localities where the owners resided and all pm1sible 
further combinations made, the number of: owners was 
reduced from 1,282,836to1,257,'71G, as given in 'fables 
23, 24, and 25. · 

UENTED FAHMS OLASSU!.;IED DY NUMBER 01!' l!'ARMS POS

SESSED BY INDIVIDUAL OWNEms. 

The results of the final sorting of the cards and thcfr 
tabulation by place o:f residence of owners, the number 
of farms, acres of land, and value of farms, are given 
in Tables 23, 24, and 25, by states and territories. A 
summary of Table 23 by geographic divisions and resi
dence of owners is given in table LXXXVIII. An 1rnaly
sis of the facts contained in that summary is given hy 
percentages in t1tble Lxxxrx. 
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TAm.E LXXXVIII.-NUMBER OF OWNERS OF SPECIFIED 
NUMBERS OF FARMS, WITH AVERAGE NUMBER OF 
:FARMS, ACRES, AND VALUE OF RENTED LAND OWNED 
BY EACH, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS AND FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES IN WHICH OWNERS RESIDE. 

A.-OWNERS OF ONE FARM, 

GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS AND 
FOREIGN COUN'l'RIIlS. Ownern. 

Granc1 total .............. : . . .. . 1, 006, 168 

The United States .. . . . • .. .. . .. 1, 005, 469 

North Atlantic ...................... . 
Son th Atlantic ...................... . 
North Central. ...................... . 
South Central. ...................... . 
Western ....••....•...•...•.•.•....... 
Alaska and I-Ia wall ................. . 
Foreign countries ................... . 

116,830 
162, 787 
419, 900 
274,357 
81,485 

110 
600 

AVERAGE, 

Number Acres Value 
of farms. Jn farms. of farms. 

1.0 

1. 0 

1. 0 
1. 0 
1. 0 
1. 0 
1. 0 
1. 0 
1.0 

114.4 

114.3 

110.6 
82.4 

127.6 
91. 9 

311.1 
180. 7 
207, 6 

$3,006 

8,005 

4,458 
1,100 
4,504 

016 
n,ci84 
:l, 700 
•l,683 

n.-OWNERS OF TWO JIARMS. 
--------------------· 

Grand total ..................... . 

The United States ..•.•.••••...••• 

North Atl~ntic ...........•..•••..•.•. 
South Atl1mtlc ...................... . 
North Centml. ...................... . 
South Central. ...................... . 
Western .....•.........•....••••.•.••• 
Alaska and Hawaii ................. . 
Foreign countries ................... . 

142, 886 
==.--:::.:.:::....--:::=:::::=:-

142, 838 
----

6,017 
35, 022 
39, 124 
68,825 
2,047 

3 
18 

2.0 
--·~---- . ·"~-

2.0 
----

2.0 
2.0 
2. 0 
2.0 
2.0 
2.0 
2.0 

177.1 $4,524 
-~ -···----== 

177.1 4,623 
------

271.1 11,SM 
137.1 1,073 
2M.9 9,854 
128.0 1,682 
627.1 lr>, 674 
212.3 4,003 
384. 5 8,892 

C.-OWNERS OF 'l'HHEE AND UNDElt FIVE FARMS. 
------------------ ·----·-··---·---------.,...---

Grand totnl •••••..••••••••••••••• 

The United Stales .............. . 

North Atlantic •.•......•••...•••..••. 
South Atlantic ..................... .. 
North Central. ...................... . 
South Centml.. ..................... . 
Western ............................. . 
Alaska anti Ifowli!I ................. . 
Foreign countries ..•.•....••......•.. 

G7, 743 

1,582 
19, 071 
12,070 
33, 480 

G6fl 
1 

24 

B.3 257.2 

3.2 457.2 
3. 3 224. 7 
3.3 428. 9 
a. s 185. 2 
a.s 1,221.0 
·1.0 600, 0 
8.5 1,171.1 

$..'i, 597 

19, 840 
2, 380 

10, 4f>fi 
2, 368 

31, \l59 
18, 600 
42, 883 

D.-OWNERS OF FIVE AND UNDim TEN FARMS. 
-------·-----------------·----·---

440.6 Grand total r ................. .. 
1----

28, 702 6.6 
~== 

8,208 

The United States ............. . 28, 694 6.6 446.J\ 8, 207 
1----1 ---------

North Atlantic....................... 419 
South Atlantic....................... 9, 547 
Norlh Central........................ B, 127 
South Central........................ 15, 845 
Western........... . .. .. • • . .. . .. .. • . .. 2fi6 
Alo.ska and Hawaii ............................. . 
Foreign conn tries.................... 8 

7.4 829.8 28,649 
G.2 417.0 4,087 
6. 8 848. 8 32, 792 
6. 7 338. 7 4, 865 
5. 9 2, 471. 8 60, 262 

· · · .. ·5: 9· .. '"7il'i:ti· .... ii; &is 

E.-OWNERB OF TEN AND UNDER TWENTY FARMS. 
I -------------

Grand total..................... 8, 978 I 12. 9 8fi4, O . 14, 740 
- I -- ------· 

The United States .............. -~I~ 81i2. s-14.7o6 
NorthAtlant!c....................... 115 12.9 1,696,6 69,140 
South Atlrmt1c....................... 2,475 13.0 826.l 7,449 
North Central........................ 551 12. 8 1, 718.1 73, 621 
South Central........................ 5,748 12.9 700.1 9,268 
Western.............................. 82 11. 6 5 495 O 143,067 
Alnska and Hawaii .. . .. .. .... • • • • • • . .. .. . .. . . . ' · · 
Foreign countries.................... 7 ""'i2.'ci" "2;ii64::i· '""57,'828 

F.-OWNERS OF TWENTY FARMS AND OVER, 

I 
Grand total. .................. . 3,244 85.1 1,958.9 82, 699 

=== The United States ••••••••••••.• 3, 241 85.1 1, 957. 6 32, 670 
1----11---------

North Atlantia....................... 53 89. 9 4, 058. 2 62, 667 
South Atlantic....................... 704 29. 7 1, 965. a 22, 208 
North Central........................ 122 85, 5 4, 834. 6 127, 539 
South Central........................ 2, 332 86. 6 1, 625. 4 27 127 
Western.............................. 30 29, 5 12, 182. 8 270' 256 
Alnska and Hawaii •• •• • . . • • • . .. . • ••. .. .. .. ... . ' 
Foreign countries.................... a· """"29: (i" •• s; sos:o· .. "64; iisi 

TABLE LXXXIX.-PER CENT OF THE NUMBER, ACREAGE, 
.AND VALUE, AND NUMBER OF OWNERS OF RENTED 
FARMS, CLASSIFIED BY NUMBER OF FARMS OWNED, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS AND FOREIGN COUN
TRIES IN WHICH THE OWNERS RESIDE. 

A.-NUMBER OF RENTED FARMS. 

GEOGRAPilIG DIVIBIONS AND 
FOREIGN COUNTRIE!!, 

1 
farm. 

2 
farms. 

3 
and 

under 
f> 

forms. 

5 
and 

under 
10 

farmR. 

10 
nnd 

under 
20 

farms. 

20 
farms 
and 
over. 

---------------------· ----
The United StatcR' ...... 50.0 14.8 11. r; 9. 7 0.0 5.9 

----- ---··-" --·-·-·-···· -----
North Atlantic ................ 82.0 9. 7 3. 6 2.2 1. 0 1.5 
South Atlantic ................ 39.8 17.4 10.1 14.3 7,8 5.1 
North Central ................. 73. 7 18.7 fi.9 3. 7 1.2 0.8 
South Central. ................ 35.8 15.4 14.0 13.4 9.7 11.2 
Western ....................... 76. 0 10.0 5.3 3. 7 2.S 2.1 
Alnskn and HawalL ........... 91. 7 5.0 3.3 ""',j;3· ·---.7;7· ·--··7:9 Foreign countries ............. 03.7 8.7 7. 7 

Il.-ACREAGE OF RENTED FARMR. 

The United Sttites' ...... 02.3 13. 7 9.4 7.0 4.2 S.•l 
------.. --,·- ·------ ------

North Atlantle ............... . 79.4 11.5 4.fi 2.2 1.1 1.3 
Soulh Ailnntle .............. .. 44.4 10.3 14.8 13.2 6. 7 4.6 
North Central ............... .. 78.5 18.7 7.1 3.() 1. s 0.8 
South Central ............... .. 48.8 14.0 12.ll 10.1 7.8 7.8 
weslem ..................... .. 73.4 9.6 H.1 •J.8 3.4 2. 7 

9'1.1 8.0 2.9 --··2.T .... .,i:i. 04.7 8.2 12.5 7.4 
Alaskn o.nd Hiiwnif ........... . 
iroreign countries .••.....•.... 

C.-VAJ,UE OF REN'l'ED FARMS. 

-------~-----

The Unltecl Rtates' ...... 66.9 14.3 8.4 f>. 2 2,9 2.3 
--··--- ------~- ==:.--~ 

___ ,, --- _,, __ .,_ 
North Atlantic ................ 79. 2 12.5 4.8 1. 8 1. 2 0,5 
South Atltintio ................ fJO.S 15. 9 lB.4 10.8 fl,2 4,.1 
North Centrul ................. 71. 8 14. 0 7.6 U.9 I.fl 0.6 
Son th Centml ................. 41. 6 14. 9 18. l 11. l 8.8 10.5 
Western ....................... 66. 9 11.9 8,0 5.8 4.•1 a.o 
Alaska rmrl Haw1til ............ 93.0 2.7 4.3 .... i:1· 1rorc!gn conn tries ............. 60,{ 7. 9 19.0 7.•l 8.6 

D.-Trrn NUMBER OF OWNERS OF HENTEJJ FARMS. 

-~-------------------- ... --,.-···--·-·-----
The United Sl1ttes' ...... 80.0 11. 4 f>.4 2.3 o. 7 

North Atlantic ............. : .. 
--·· ------ --- ________ ,, ____ . ·-·· .. 

92.8 5.5 1.8 0.B 0.1 
South Atlantic ................ 70.4 15.5 8.(i •l, 1 1.1 
NOl'th Oen tral ................. 88.4 R.2 2.0 o. 7 0.1 
South Central ................. 70.3 15.1 8.6 8.9 1. 5 
Western ....................... 91.1 5.9 1.9 0.8 0.2 
Alo.sknaml Hnwa!l ............ 96,5 2.6 0.9 ""To' .... 0:9· Foreign countries ........•.... 88.6 6.1 8.0 

l Per cent for foreign countries was less than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 
'J,css than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 

0.2 
--

(') 
0.3 

(~) 
0.(i 
0.1 

..... o:4 

The farms reported with owners residing in foreign 
countries numbered 1,097. They had 11 total acreage 
of 224,505, and a value of $5,417,183. Their average 
aci·eage was 204.6, while that for all rented farms was 
95.5. Their average value wa8 $4,938, while that for 
all rented farms was $2,339. 

Of the owners of these farms, 324, owning 367 farms, 
resided in Canada; 190, with 308 farms, resided in 
Great Britain and Ireland; 39, with 100 farms, in 
France; 55, with 68 farms, in Mexico; 30, with 38 
farms, in Germany; 4, with 35 farms, in Austria; 14, 
with 25 farms, in Cuba; 22, with 22 farms, in Norway; 
18, with 19 farms, in Switzerland; and 93, with 115 
farms, in other foreign countries. 

Of the owners residing in foreign eountries.., 699 
owned but 1 farm each; 48 owned 2; 24 owned 3 ·or 4~ 
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8 owned from 5 to 9; '1 owned from 10 to 19; iind 3 
owned 20 or moi.·e forms each, making a total of 789 
foreign hrnd owners possessing tllc 1,097 farms. 

More thftn the 11bovc number of forms were owned 
by persons who actual1y reside in foreign countries. 
Upon the cards were recognized the names of individ
uals residing abroad but maintaining for various pur
poses 11 legal J.·esidence in the United Stu,tes. Such 
farms were all reported from the owner's legal resi
dence. The. tn.bles, therefore, do not give eornpktc 
informn.tion concerning the number of :farms owned by 
those domiciled tthroad, but constitute a statement of 
the ownership by legal 1tnd not actual residence. 

Of the 1,25'7, '71.G individrntl land owners whose names 
and pm;t-oflice addresses were reported; l,OOG,Hl8, or 
80.0 per l'c:mt, owned only l farm; 142,88fl, or 11.4 per 
cent, owned 2; H7, 743, or 5A per cent, owned 3 or 4; 
28,702, or 2. B per cent, owned 5 nnd lnHs tluw 10; 8, 1178, 
or 0. '7 per cent, owned 10 1inrl less tlrnn 20; 1tnd 3,244, 
or 0.2 pC\r cont, owned 20 or more farms rntch. The 
avomgc munher of farms owned by onch of this ]nRt 
clnss waH 35.1., the owner with tlrn largest nnmllor ll!1v
ing 704, with 11 reported armt of 1)8,858 itcrcs, iwcl 11 total 
v11lnc of $4,5•~5,230. They owMd 5.H per ecmt o:J' all 
rentod farms, constituting 3.4 per cont of thn toti1l 11rea, 
and 2. 3 per cont o:f the total vitlne, of rented :Parms. 

'l'lrnRc porc•.(mtages stand in marked eontmst with 
those for the 1,000,lGS owners o:f l rented farm each. 
Their· :farms constituted 52.0 per cent, of nll rented 
forms, contltinod (l2.B per c1ent of the total ncreage, 
and roproimntcd 66. 0 per cont of the valne of such 
famrn. In tho North Athintic division the owncrH of 1 
rented farm cmi;,;tituted H2.8 per cent o'f 1111 owners of 
rented f1irmR ro1:1iding in tlmt division. They owned 
82.0 per cent of the number of muted farms with owners 
residing in that division, 1md their f11rmR contained 
70.'.l: per cent of the acreage o:f such forms, and 7H.2 per 
cent of the v11lue. The corresponding· figures for the 
owners of ~O farms 1tnd over were less than one-tenth 
of 1 per cent of itll owners of rented farms, 1.5 per 
cent of tho number of rented forms, LB per cent of 
acres of rented Jund, and 0.5 per cont of the vaJuc of 
such Iu.nd. 

The figure:;; :for the South Central division differ 
1miterially from the foregoing. The owners of l rentecl 
farm each eonstituted but 70.3 per cent of all owners 
of such farms. They owned 35.8 per cent o:f l1ll rented 
forms, and their farms contained 48.8 per cent of the 
acreltge ttnd represented 41..6 per cent of the value 
of all rented farms. The owners with 20 or more 
rented farms each constituted 0.6 per cent of the total 
number' of owners of such farms. 'l'hey controlled 11.2 
per cent o'f the number of rented farms with owners 
domiciled in this geographic divhdon, 7.3 per cent of 
the acreage, and 10.5 per cont of the value. 

Outside of the Southern divisions, 
1 

ii relatively small 
amount of rented farm property was concentrated in 

* 

the hands of n few individuals. The names of owners, 
when taken in connection with those of the tenants, 
suggested, in a large number of cases, relationship be
tween the owner and tenant, as that of father and son. 
Tenancy of this character marks the first step toward 
transfer of ownership. The owner, once an active 
farmer, reaching advanced years and wishing to cease 
the intense labor of earlier life, surrenders the care of 
his farm to his son or to another individual, who cares 
for the farm as tenant for a fow yenrs and later becomes 
the owner. 

UEN'l'ED FAitMS OF INDIVIDUAJ, OWNERS CLASSIFIED BY 

AREA. 

Table 24: presents tho results of tho final sorting of 
cards by area of rented land owned by individual own
ers, 11nd by residence of owners. Table xc gives sum· 
maries of the same facts for the geographic• divisions 
and for foreign countries; and table XCI, the percentages 
of number, acret1ge, and value of rented farms held by 
owners of specified 11reas of rented farm land. 

TAnr,1~ XC.-NUMBim OF OWNERS OF SPEOJ.FIED ARI<:AS 
OF UENTEll J!'AHM LAND, WI'l'H AVERAGE NUMBER 
OB' FAIUVIS, ACRES, AND VALUE 01'' H.IDNTED LAND 
OWNED BY BACH, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS AND 
FOimIGN COUN'l'RIES IN WHICH OWNERS RESIDE. 

A.-OWNEitS 01r UNDlm 100 AlJltBl:l. 

AVllllAGJt, 

!lllOGRAPllJC DIVISIONS AND 
l'ORJll!JN COUN'.l'!Ul~B. 

--~----·---Owners. 
Numbor Acres In Vnlue of 
or farms. fnrms. farms. 

-----------1---- ----------
Gmml totnl ................... . 61)('i, 259 ], 2 4·J:o • $1, 42G 

==~ = -------
Thu Unltc1l States ............. . 69li, 9•19 1.2 44.0 1, 424 

---- ---------
03, 928 1.0 51.8 3,421 

143, 628 1.2 88.2 f>78 
209, 233 1.0 52.1 2,3.U 
266, 357 1. 3 89,0 603 
12, 749 1.0 40.0 3, 050 

M 1.0 45.0 2, 297 
310 1.1 •19,4 5,21~ 

North tl.tlantic ...................... . 
SonLh Atlantic ...................... . 
North Ocntml. ...................... . 
South Ocntml. ...................... . 
Wuslcm .............................. 

1 

AlnAk111111d Jfow11li ................ .. 
I~orclgn countrlcs ................... . 

n.-OWNERS 01~ 100 AND UNDER 20-0 ACRES. 

Gmncl totnl ................... . 331, 993 1. •I Jol0.2 $4, 090 
:::::=--:...:::::-:.-= == ---

The United St11tes .......•...... 381, 767 1. 4 140. 2 4,090 
---------

48, 262 1.1 138.1 5,1\49 
46,117 1. 7 133. 3 1, 751 

159, 951 1.1 1•13. 2 li,409 
72,9fi4 2.0 137.9 1, 797 
9,436 1. 0 1'19.8 ol,228 

. 37 1. 0 144.5 4,066 
286 1.2 142. 7 S,667 

North Atlantic ...................... . 
South ALlnntic ...................... . 
Nm'th Centrnl. ..................... .. 
South Centml. ..................... .. 
Western ............................. . 
Alaslm and Haw11ii ................ .. 
Foreign countries ................... . 

---------· 

C.-OWNERS OF 20-0 AND UNDER 500 ACRES. 

Grand tot11! • . . . . • • .. .. .. .. . . . .. 186, 170 2.1 287. 2 $7,383 
-----~'~== 

The Uniter! St11tes.... .. .. ... .. . 186, 002 2.1 287. 2 

16, 527 1. 4 278. 6 
31, 670 2. 7 287. 3 
91, 647 1. 4 288. 6 
38, •110 8. 8 296.1 

7, 732 1.2 313.0 
16 • l,1 382.8 

168 1.5 307.6 

North Atlantic •..•................•.. 
South Atlantic ...................... . 
North Central. ...................... . 
South Central. ..................... .. 
Western ............................. . 
Alnsk11 and H11wall ................. . 
Foreign countries ................... . 

7,SM 

9,115 
8,363 
9,930 
3,817 
7,G93 
5,610 
6,715 



XC STArl'Isrrros OF AGRIOULTUHE. 

TABLE XC.-NUMBER OF OWNERS OF SPEOIFrnD AREAS 
m~ IU!:NTED FARM LAND; Wl'rH AVERAGE NUJ.YlBEH, 
OF FARMS, ACRES, AND VALUE OF HENTED LAND 
OWNED BY EAOH, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS AND 
l!'OREIGN COUNTlUES IN WHICH OWNEH.S RESIDE
Oontinued. 

ll.-OWNERB OF 500 AND UNDEit 1,000 ACRES. 

AVBRAOI~. 

Owners. OEOGRAl'lllC DIVISIONS AND 
FOREHIN COUNTR!lll!, Number At!rcs in Valuo of 

ol farms. farms. farms. 

----·-··---------1,----- -------- ----
Gm.ml tot11l ..••••..••••.••••••• 31, 410 4.7 064.8 $13,291 

=-__:::._-== ---~- -~------
The United Sti1tcs ••.• _ •. _ ...•.. 31, SGS 4.7 064.R 18, 28D 

--------
1,060 2. 7 054.0 17,1'15 
7,427 fi.3 057.8 0,317 

11,130 2.5 663.1 20,(i7-1 
8,479 8.4 G6U. l 8,1\02 
2,070 1. 4 084. 6 11,097 

2 2.5 r.ris. fi n,aoo 
42 1. 3 659.il H,700 

North Atlautlc .•.•.•..•....•......... 
South Atltmtic ..................... .. 
North Cm1tml ••••.••• - .............. . 
Sonth Centml. ..................... .. 
Westom •••••......................... 
Alnsk1111.11d Htnvnii ................. . 
Foreign countrius ................ : ... 

1~.-0WNJmS 01•' 1,000 AND UNIJIER 2,f>OO ACRES. 

---------·---
Grand totnl ................... . 9, OBl 9. 4 l, 420. 0 $2·i, 211 

'l'he Unitccl Sto1toA •••.•.•.•..•.• 

North At11mtlc ..................... . 
South Atllmtic ...................... . 
North Ccntml ....................... . 
So11th Contrnl. ...................... . 
Western ............................ .. 
Alt1slm 1111cl lfowttil ................. . 
JJ'orolgn con11t1·ies .................. .. 

9, !llO 

•120 
21 2mi 
2,n.m 
a,023 
l,H81 

5 
21 

9. 4 1, •119. 7 2•1,210 

4. 7 1,412.8 
9.8 l,•108.0 
f>.1 1, 40H. 8 

lG. 7 l,,118.1 
1.9 1,,H\8.0 
:i.o 1,:rno.o 
il. fJ 1,r>70. 9 

------··-·--·---'--- ---"---··-----------
l•'.-OWNJms OF 2,/i()(l ACIUlS AN]) ov1m. 

Grant! tot1il ................... . 2, 253 16. 8 8, 042. 3 $05, 802 

Thu United lltateH .•.••.••...••• 

North'Atlnutio. .. . . ... .. .. .•....••.• nu 
South Atlanti<.i.................................. 32H 
North Contml........................ 388 
Sottth C:cntml..... .......... .... .. . . . 809 
Wcsttirn...... .... ............. ... .•.. liU7 

l!l. 9 R, 000. 4 

13.G G,filfi.4 
!W. ti 4, '1tM. 7 
12. s Ii, fi8·1. 9 
25. 0 12, 17·1. 9 
4-.4 8,"18.\l 

(ll\,948 

nn,noo 
au, OHG 

JO•J, 745 
11·1, !..?10 
H·l,829 

Alaska and llawiiil ............................ . 
Foreign uountrieH... .•.•• •. . . . . .. . .. . 12 ....... 1: 8 .. ·r,; 2112: 2 . ... ·r,5;,1,;3 

TAlJI,Iil XCI.-PJ~R CI~N'r OF THB NUMBEH 01• HEN'fED 
FAH.MS, AND ACRES AND VALUE Ol!~ SUCH FARMS 
OWNED BY THOSE HOLDING. SPEOIJi'IlW NUMBERS OF 
ACRES OF LAND, TOGETHER WITH Tirn l'ER CENT 
OF THE NUMBEH. OF SUCH OWNEHS, BY GEOGRAPHIC 
DIVISIONS AND FOREIGN OOUNTIUES IN WHIOH THE 
OWNERS RESIDE. 

A.-NUMBER OF RENTED FARMS, 

100 200 600 1,000 2,500 
GEOGRA.PHIO DIVISIONS AND Under 11.nd anc'l nncl and 

100 under under under under acres 
FQRE!(JN COUNTltIJ!:S, acres. 200 500 1,000 2,500 and 

acres. acres. ncrcs. !lCI'CS. 
over. 

-----------------
Gmncl total. •..•••...... 41.9 23. 7 20.2 7.6 4.a 2.0 

= --· = --- ··- ---
1rhe United States •...... 41.9 23.7 20.2 7.6 4.6 2.0 -----------------

North Atlantic ....•........... 45.8 82.6 lfi.9 3. 2 1.4 1.1 
South Atlantic ................ 48.8 19.B 20.5 9. 6 li.S 2.0 
North Central. ................ 88,2 81. 0 22.7 4.9 2.3 0.9 
South Central. ................ 43. 7 19.0 18.8 9.S 6.6 2.6 
Western ....................... 82. 3 23.9 22.0 9.1 6.8 6.4 
Alaslm and Haw11H .••....•.... 45.8 81. 7 11.2 4.2 4.1 ·····3:;; Foreign countries ••••••••.••.• 30.7 26,3 22.8 5,0 6. 7 

'rAnLiil XCI.-PER CENT OF THE NUMBF.R OF RENTED 
FARMS, AND ACRES AND VALUE OF SUOH l!'AHMS 
OWNED BY THOSE HOLDING SP.E:OIFIED NUMBEHS OF 
ACRES OF LAND, TOGETHER WITH THE PER CENT 
OF TI-rn NUMBER OF SUCH OWNEI\S, BY GEOGRAPHIC 
DIVISIO~S AND FOREIGN COUNTHIES IN WHICH THE 
OWNERS RESIDE-Continued. 

B.-ACREAGE OF RENTED l'ARMS, 

100 200 500 1,000 2,500 Under and and nnd nnd <HlO<lRAI'lHG llIV!STONS AND 100 under under under under acres 
FOlllllGN COUNTIUES. 

ll.CfQS. 200 fiOO l,OOll 2,500 !Lnd 
ncreN. ueres. noreH. llOl'CH. 

over. 

----- ----~·-· ---~- ----
Grand. total ............. lG.O 25. 2 29. 0 11. s 7.4 10.5 

--- -·---------·- ---= 
The United States ......• 16.0 25.2 29.0 11.S 7,.1 10.5 

------ --- -·---- -·-"----
North Atlfmtio ..... : .......... 20.·1 36, 7 27.8 G.7 3. 6 4.8 
South Atlantic ................ 18.2 20.3 80. 1 16.1 10.•1 4.9 
North Centml. ................ 11.\l • 31. 4 35. 7 10.1 4.9 a.o 
south Central ...•............. 20.1 19.5 22.0 11.0 8.3 10.1 
WcRtern ....................... 3.li 10.n 18.2 13.7 Hi. 2 B8.5 
Allislm and Eriiwn.U ............ 11.5 25.3 25.2 fi.3 32.7 ""iid Foreign countries •..•......... 6.8 15.0 23. 0 12.4 14.7 

C.-VALUJ~S OF RENTJW l'ARMS. 

Grand totnl.............. 21. 9 30. O 30. 4 9.2 fi.2 3.3 

'1'll0 United SU:itos....... 21. !J 30. o 30. •! 9.2 fi.2 a.a 
North Atlantic • .. . . . . . . . . . .. . . 33. 8 
South Atltmtlc ...... ....... ... 23.'1 
North Ccntml . . . . . .. . .. .. .. . . . 18. 6 
Snnth Centml................. 2G. G 
Wosturn ....... ................ 14.n 
Al11<lm nrnl Hawnii............ 28. 3 
Foreign mmut1•leH . . . • .. . . . . . .. 2!J. 8 

30.5 22. 9 •l.3 1. H 1.2 
22. 7 29. 9 13.2 7" a.u . " 
32. !l 3·1. il 8. 7 n. 7 l.f) 
21. 7 24. a 1'1.\1 \l,ll fi.\I 
14.\l 22.2 l•l. 7 lot. 7 18.9 
3•l.'1 ~O.fl fi ,, 11. {i 
Hi. 0 20.8 11.'l v. 7 12.3 

---------···---~-- -~--·--·----

.......... _______ 
J).-NUMllJDlt ()!' OWNERS OF JWN'J'Im l•'Amrs. 

Gmnd totnl. ............. r.;;.3 2fi..<j H.H 2.f> 0.8 0.2 
-·------ ~-·--·· .. 

'.l'ho Unltull Slnte~ ••••••. r.ri. ,i 26. •l H.8 2.ti o. 7 0.2 
--~-------~ --~--

NorLh Atlantln ................ li0.8 3•1. •! t:l.J Lil 0.3 0.1 
i'l<>u lh At Inn tic ................ (12.1 1\l, 9 rn.7 3.2 t.O 0.1 
North Centrnl. ................ 44.1 llS.7 19.3 :.!.3 O.f> 0.1 
Snulh Oen tral ................. 

Oll.3 l 18.7 9.8 2.2 0.8 0.2 
WeRtc1•n •••••.••.•.•.•.•••••••. 80.9 27.3 22,,i 7.7 4.0 1.7 
Alt1Rka nnd lfawaii 47.4 32.5 1'1. 0 1. 7 ·J..1 
Foreign couutrie8 .. : : : : : : : : : : : 39.8 29.9 21. 3 5.3 2. 7 ..... i:~ 

·--""-""'"~""""--

Of the 1,257, '716 owners of rented farmH, whoso 
names and o.ddresses wero given, li96,25H, or 55.B per 
cent, owned less than 100 acres of Janel; 331,Hl>B, or 20..J 
per cent, 100 and less tlrnn 200 acres; lSEl,170, or 
14.8 per cent, 200 and less than 500 acres; Bl,~HO, or 2.15 
per cent, 500 and less than 1,000 acres; D,631, or 0.8 
per cont, 1,000 and less than 2,500 acres; and 2,251!, 
or 0.2 per cent, 2,500 aeres and over. The ownoi·s 
of less than 100 acres owned 41. 9 per cent of all 
rented farms, but those :farms contained only lCi.G por 
cent of the acreage of all rented land, and represented 
only 21. 9 per cent of the value. 

The next class of owners shown in Table ~4, those 
owning, 100 to 200 acres, constituted 26.4 per cent of itl1 
owners. They owned 23. 7 per cent of all rented farms, 
25. 2 per cent of the total area of rented land, and 30. 0 
per cent of the total value of such farms. This class of 
rented fanns bad area.s and values above the average 
:for all rented farms. 



. OWNERSHIP OF RENTED FARMS. XCI 

The third class of owners of rented laud, those with 
from 200 to GOO acres ench, conHtitnted 14.8 per cent of 
all owners. 'l'hcy controlled 20.2 per cent of all rented 
forms, 20.Ll per cent of tho rented htnd, 11ud 80.4 per 
cent of the Yttlno of sueh :farms, thus idso cxeooding tho 
gPncml avor11gcs for all rented farms. 

The fourth dass of owners of rented land, thoHo with 
from 500 to 1,000 ncrcs each, constitntod 2.5 per cent 
of all owners. They controlled 7.6 per cont of all 
rented forms, ll. 8 per cent of tho !Wl'Oltge, !tnd 0.2 per 
cent of tho val no of snoh forms. Althoug·h the average 
value per iicro wus not so great its that for other classes 
of rented farms, tho larger average arefl,S wore sufficient 
to produce avorn,gos exceeding tboso for all rented 
farms. 

Tho cl!1ss of owners with l,000 iwd less tlmn 2,500 
acres each, nonRtitnted only 0.8 per ccmt of 1.Lll form 
owncrH. They controlled '.l:.(3 per cont of all rented 
farms~ 7.4: por cent of tho area of rented lnnd, and 5.:3 
por ('.ent of the total valno of routed form:,;. The 1wl1r

ago value pnr iwro of theso form;; wns 1mhi;tm1tinlly tho 
smne 1101 for tho :farmH of tho precrnling group. 

Tim forms o:f owners with 2,fiOO 1icroH and ovor of 
rented hind ;;how tho HILlllO gmwml clmrnctorhitics 118 

those of tlw two da8SOH htHt rnmwcl, hut thn 1wemge 
vahie por aero is luss, 1md, nousoq rwntly a more nmrlrnd. 
varilition is ;;hown botw(\en th(\ pnrl~mitageH for areas 
ltncl vtilnt'H. Thrn-m owmirH eoustitntocl 0.2 per cont of 
ull ownor8 of ronted hmd, 11nd controlled 2.0 per cent 
of the forms, 10. 5 por omit of tho acreage, and only 3. 3 
pnr cent of tlH\ valno. 

OwncrH residing in fordg11 conntrios lmvo the sn111ll
('St per l~tmt of rontocl f11rmH of less tlmn 100 acres, 
while thoHe in tho North Atlitntic di,riHion and in Al11tiln1 
and Ifawaii havo the litrg·cst por cont of the :;aurn m:ea, 
tho per cnut :for tho fo1·mer lming B0. 7, 1md for l;ho 
fatter, fbG. 8. In view 011 the small number o-f farms 
reported for Ahuik11 t111d I-faw1tii, tho per cont given ha1:1 
little significmwo. 

RENTIOD li'AHMS OJJ' INDIYXOUAL OWNERS 01.AssrnrnD BY 

VALUE. 

Table 25 presents the results of the final sorting and 
tabulation of cai·cls by tho value of the holdings of 
individrnil owners. Tables xorr an~l xorn present snm-
111[1,l'ies and percentages of the :facts shown in 'l'nble 25. 
The percentages of 'I'abl<~ 25 are by states and territo
ries, and those of tables xou and XOIII by geographie 
divisions 11nd foreign countries faken a11 a unit. 

TAm,E XOII.-NUMBl<}R OF OWNERS OF SPECIFIED VAL
UES OF RENTED FARMS, WITH AVERAGE NUMBER OF 
FAIUVIS, Aorms, AND v ALUE OF RENTED LAND OWNED 
BY EACH, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS AND FOREIGN 
COUNTHIES IN WHICH OWNERS RESIDE. 

A.-OWNERS OF UNDER $1,000. 

GEOGitAl'IUC DIVISIONB AND 
FO!tE!GN COUNT!tlES. Ownern. Number 

of 
fornrn. 

-----··----·~ .. --------- ----
Gmnd totltl ................... _ 488, 211 1. 2 

-~-----~~- ----
The United Stutes ............•• 488t0f)f) 1. 2 

~--··--- ------
North .Atlantic ...................... . 
South .At111utlc ...................... . 
North Central ••................ _ ... _. 
South Cont1·al. ...................... . 
WcHtorn .•..•••••..........•...•••..•. 
Aluslm ttnc1 Huwuii ....... _ ......... . 
Foreign count1•lcs ................... . 

14,002 1. a 
14U,fiH7 1. 3 

5/i,030 1. 0 
2M,6'1S 1.3 

4, 779 1. 0 
H 1. 0 

lfiO 1.1 

AVERAGJ!. 

Acres 
in 

formH. 

ill. 2 
---··· 

51.1 

62, 2 
!i4. l 
42. l 
rio. 7 
74. 6 
SS. G 
65, 2 

B • ...'.OWNERS 01' $1,000 AND UNDER $2,000. 

Gmnd totltl.. • .. • . • . . . • • • . . . . • • 108, 276 

'.l'he Uni tcd Sti1tcs • . . • . • .. .. . • . 198, ms 

North .Athmtlc ...................... . 
South Atl1intlc ...................... . 
North Contml. ....... ···--·-·---- ... . 
South Contml. ...................... . 
Western ............................. . 
Ahtslm 11!lcl lfow1tl! ....•.• _ ........ __ 
l'orcign countries .....•.............. 

21,tlll7 
ss,risa 
00,1172 
(15,071 
5,898 

27 
148 

1. 5 

1. fi 

1. 0 
2.0 
1.1 
2. 0 
l. 0 
1. 0 
1. 4 

C.-OWNEHS 01' $2,01)0 AND UNDER $fi;OOO. 

110. 9 

110.8 

70.5 
lf>7.2 

81. 6 
125. 9 
121. 2 
78.2 

151. 0 

Vulue 
of 

farms. 

8408 

-----·-----
407 

---
670 
386 
618 
381 
Ml 
655 
489 

Sl,366 

1, 366 

-----------------···----·····~-----·-~---

Gmn<1 tot1tl ................... . no:i, uo;; 1. 5 1'19. Q $:J,21G 
===:::::--;-- ----------

'l'ho Un!tccl Stutes ............ . 302,lHS 1. n 140. R 3, 217 
---- --------

North Atl(l.ntlc ....................... . 
South Atluntiu ...................... . 
Nor th Con tral. .....•..•.............. 
South Contml. ...................... . 
Western ............................. . 
Al1tHku uncl Hawaii ................. . 
J<'oroign eounLrlcs ................... . 

'rn, 210 1. (I 112. 2 3, 178 
~HJfii115 2.0 270.4 2, 929 

167, 674 1.1 118. 0 3, 370 
47, 293 2,8 214, 1 2, 021 
n,orn 1.1 180. 0 8,071 

64 l. l 207.5 3,168 
247 1.1 201. 8 ll,088 

D.-OWNERS 01< $6,000 AND UNDim $10,000. 

Gr1md tot1tl . • • • • • .. • • • • • .. .. . . . lli6, '147 1. 7 210. 2 $6,693 , _____ , ==='~::::== 
Tho United St11tes ............. 160,301 l. 7 210.1 fl,593 

-----· -------- -··--
North Atlantic ....................... 28, 22U 1.1 157, ,1 11,482 
South Atluntlc ....................... 9. 775 11.8 430. 5 0,63fl 
North Contru! ........................ 106,807 1.2 184. 0 5, 607 
Sou th Cen trul. .....•................. H,837 5,2 40,1.5 o, 673 
Western ..•.•..............•.•........ 11,58'1 1.1 312,5 0, 599 
Alitslrn. 1tnd Haw11il .................. 9 1. 0 469. 9 5,856 
rr<irolgn countries .................... 1'16 1.4 304, 9 6,872 

E.-OWNERS OF $10,000 AND UNDER $2ii,OOO. 

Gmnd tot11l ................... . 80, 081 2.8 865.8 $13, 879 
=--=----::::::= ----------

The United States ............. . so, 013 2.8 36G.5 13, 878 
----- ---------

North Atl1111tic ...................... . 
south Atl11ntlc ...................... . 
North Central. ...................... . 
South Central. ...................... . 
Western ............................. . 
Ahtska and nuw11U ................. . 
Foreign countries ................... . 

11,518 1.5 230. 7 13, 891 
4 177 5.5 674. 0 14, 108 

69: 349 l.5 300, !l 13, 7GG 
6,ii77 0.7 850,2 1'1,438 
4,3~ 1.3 568.1 14, 803 

l.'1 207.9 14, 705 
68 1.9 747,4 15, !M5 



xcii srrATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE. 

TAnm XCJI.-NUMBER OF OWNERS OP SPJ~CIFIED VAL
UES OF RENTED FARMS, WITH AVERAGE NUMBJ<JR OF 
FARMS, ACRES, AND VALUE OF RENTED LAND OWNED 
BY EACH, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS AND FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES IN WHICH OWNERS RESIDE-Continued. 

F.-OWNERS OF $25,000 AND OVER. 

AVERAGE. 

GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS AND 
FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 

Owners. Number 
of 

fttrms. 

AcreR 
in 

forms. 

Vttluc 
of 

forms. 

------------:--·[---···· - --·----- --·--
Grnnrl tolftl ................... . lli, GOfo ii.O 11 552. 5 srio,4oa 

=.;:;::::..::_~-::.;:::;:;;::;:;:.:;:_ -----·- --·-·-
'l'bc Unilucl SttttoH .••....•...••. 15, 577 0.0 1,552.<l 50,8\lG 

~-·-----, ------- -···--·--- .. -·-
2,314 2.7 5flCi.G 53,GOl 

739 ll.8 1,403.0 os, mm 
9,002 3. G 810.2 16,229 
l,G11 2ft. ,j, r.,·Jao.8 M,610 
1,909 2.& 3,005.2 01,2'14 

2 1.0 G80.5 21,rioo 
20 4.2 1, 61'1. 9 81,070 

North Atlantic ...................... . 
Son th Atltmlic ...................... . 
North Ccntml. ..................... .. 
South Ccntr11l ....................... . 
Western .•..• · .•...•...••••............ 
AJ11Rkn. und Hawttli ................. . 
Foreign countries .................. .. 

---------··--- ·---··---··-·-- ··--··--·------ ········--· 

TAllLE XCIII.-PEROENTAGES OF THE NUMBl~R OF 
RENTED FARMS, AND AORER AND VALUES OF SUCH 
FARMS, OWNED BY THOSE HOLDING LAND OF HPEC
IFIED VALUES, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS . AND 
JrOimIGN COUNTRIES IN WHICH THE owmrns RE
SIDE. 

A.-NUMBER 01? HICN'l'l<:D FARMS. 

GEOll!tAl'JTW nIVISIONB AND 
1ro1t1m1N COUNTltIES. 

trll(ll
•.r· $

1
1
11
,
1
odoo 112,001i $1i,ooo $10,ooo $21i 000 nnd ancl lll.)<1 'd 

$1,000. nndei m1dm· 1ln<ler under an 
$2,000. $5,000. $10,000. $21'>,000. over, 

Omucltotal.............. 30. 9 rn. 6 23. 8 H. 5 10. 3 4. 9 

The Unitocl Stlttcs....... 30. 9 lfi. 6 23. 8 14. 5 10. B •l. ll 

Nnrth Atlnntic . .. . .. • . . • • . . . .. 10. o lfi, G 35.5 
sou tit At11111tlc • .••.. ..•••.• ... •15. li 18. H rn.s 
Nortl1 ConirnJ ..• .••.••••• .... 11. 0 12. r, lll. ll 
South Central . . . . . . • .. . • . . . .. • 42, 0 rn.o 17.o 
Western .. ... • . .•...•.• ........ 12. 0 14.. 8 28. 2 
Al11Rlrn aml Hn.w11ii. .. .•. . .. . .. 11. 7 22.1\ 47.6 
ForQJgu conntrle8 • . • . • .. .. .. .. lli, 0 18. 2 25. •1 

22.G 
(),0 

22.!l 
10.] 
17.9 
7.6 

l!U 

11.9 
o.O 

lli, 7 
8.3 

1'1.S 
9.2 

11. 8 

•l.4 
1. 7 
f>.7 
5.5 

12,8 
1. (l 

11.2 

---------·-----·-----··-·------
B.-ACRI~AGE Ql? HEN'l'JW l'AHMS. 

-------------------------------· ···----- .. ··--·-··------·-
Grand totttl. ............. 13.li 11. 9 !H.fi 10. 8 17.1 

~-~----·-.. ·-----
The Uniteci States ....... 13. 5 11.9 2'1.G 19.8 17.1 

----------- ----
North Atlil.ntic ................ f;,<l 9.<1 33.2 27.8 11), 8 
South Atlnntlc ................. 26.8 20.0 20.1 H.l 9.ll 
Nortll Ccmtrn.1 ................. 3. 7 7.5 27.S 27. 0 24.5 
South Central. ................. 25.0 16.9 19.0 11.6 10.9 
Wo~tern ....................... 2. 7 fi.•1' 11\. 0 15.•1 18.6 
Alnsklt and Hawaii ............ 2.6 10.0 53.1 20.0 7. 9 
Foreign countries ............. 4.fi 9.6 22.6 19.8 22.7 

C.-VALUE OF RENTED FARMS, ___ . _______ .. ___ . _____ _ 
Grand tot111. ............. 4.4 6.0 21, 5 24.3 26.4 

--- -----= --
The United Stn.tc8 ....... 4. •1 G.O 21, 5 24.ll 20.4 

-·-- ~-~---.. -------
North Atln.ntlc ................ 1.2 4.u 23.8 27.8 24.8 
South Atln.ntlc ................ 16.2 1'1. 3 23,5 18.2 16.6 
North Central ................. l.S 3.6 21. 6 26.8 81.0 
South Ccntrn.I ................. 16. 0 14.4 22.9 16.4 16. 7 
Western ....................... 1.0 8.0 12.? 16.2 23.4 
Alaskn. ancl Hawaii ........•••• 1. 8 7.7 Bil. 0 12.0 26.9 
Foreign conn tries ............. 1 .. 1 8. 7 14.l 18.5 18.9 

D.-NUMBER OF OWNERS OF HENTED FAHMS. 

Grand total. ........... .. 

'l'he Unltecl States .....•. 

North At1tintic .............. .. 
South Atlantic .............. .. 
North Central ............... .. 
South Central . . . . • .. . .. .. . ... 
Western ...................... . 
Ala.sk11 and Hawaii •......••.•. 
Foreign countries •......•••••• 

88.8 
--

88.8 --
11.1 
64.6 
18.7 
65.8 
13,8 
12.a 
19.8 

15.8 
_. __ 

15.8 
--

17.2 
lG.7 
14.1 
10. 7 
17.1 
23,7 
l:'l. l 

24.1 13.ll 6.9 
------

24.1 13.2 6.9 
·-------

38.3 22.4 9.2 
12.4 4.2 1.8 
35.3 22.5 12.6 
12.1 8.8 1. 7 
·81,9 19,0 12.7 
47.4 7.9 7.0 
81.8 18.6 8.6 

13.1 
~'""'"''""'--•H 

13.1 
-·~-··-•H•-, 

7.9 
ll.7 

10.0 
17. 0 
42.9 
n.4 

20. 9 

17.'1 
=-·= 

17.•1 
-·---

18.9 
11.2 
15.8 
14.0 
43. 7 
12.0 
48.4 

1.2 
-·--

1.2 
---

1.8 
0.3 
1.9 
0.4 
o.5 
1.7 
s.7 

--------··,-------- -~--~-~--~-

Of the 1;257, 716 owners of rented farms, 488,21.1 
possessed holdings of a value less than $1,000, with an 
average of 1.2 farms each; 198,276 possessed rented 
hmd of a value of $1,000 and less than $2,000, and 3 
farms for every 2 owners; 303,095 owned rented land 
worth $2,000 and less than $5,000, and 3 farms for 
every 2 owners; 166,4±7 owned rented land worth 
$5,000 imd less than $10,000, and an average of 1. 7 
farms each; 86,081 owners held rented land of a value 
of $10,000 and less than $25,000, and an iwerage of 
2.3 farms each; 15,606 owners possessed rented land 
worth over $25,000, and controlled an iwerage of 6.0 
farms each. Tiibles xon and xorn, also T1ible 25, 
show the relative c,oncentmtion of farm values in the 
hands of a few individuals, while tables Lxxxvm itnd 

LXXXIx, and Table 23, give the relative concentration 
of rented farms. 

The first class, those with holdings vnlncd at less 
than $1,000, eonst.ituted 38.8 per cent of the ownerR, 
with 30.9 per cent of all rented farms, 18.5 per cent of 
tho acreage, and only 4.4 por cent of the values of 
such farmH. 

In contrast with the holdings of the owners of tho 
foregoing class shoulcl be placed the 1argost holdings, 
those, worth $25,000 and over. The owners of these 
constituted hut 1.2 per cent of all owners, hut they con
tro II od 4. 0 per cont of the farms, 13.1 per cent of the 
aren, and 17.4 per ct~nt of the value of rented ln.ncl. '.l'hc 
individw1ls owning rented property worth $10,000 to 
$25,000 constituted 6.D per cent of all owners of rented 
land. They controlled 10.B per eent of the number of 
farms, 17.1 per cent of the acrea.ge, and 26.4 per cent of 
the wtlue. These two groups of farm owners, with 
holdings of from $10,000 to $25,000, and $25,000 and 
over, constituted 8.1 per cent of all owners of rented 
farms. They controlled 15.2 per cent of nll rented 
farmH, 30.2 per cent of the acreage, and 43.8 per cent 
of tho value thereof. 

~rhc group of owners with holdings of rented farms 
worth $1,000 n.nd less than $2,000 constitut1~d 15.8 
per cent of all owners of such farms. 'l''hey controlled 
15. 6 per cent of the rented farms, 11. 9 i)er eent of the 
acreage, and 6.0 per cent of the total value of rented 
farms. 

The group of owners with rented farms worth $2,000 
and less than $5,000 constituted 24.1 per cent of all 
owners, and controlled 23. 8 per cent of all rented farms, 
24. 6 per cent of the acreage, and 21. 5 por cent of the 
value of rented 1l1nd. 

The group with rented farms worth $5,000 and loss 
than $10,000 constituted 13.2 per cent of all owners, 
and controJled 14.5 per cent of all rented farms, 19.8 
per cent of the acreage, and 24.3 per cent of the value 
of the same. 

From rented farms worth less than $2,000, those 
worth $2,000 and under $10,000, and those worth $10,000 



FARMS CLASSIFIED BY COLOR OR RACE OF FARMER. xcm 

and over, the following statement is deduced of the 
concentration of the ownership of land areas: 

Per cent. 
54.6 per cent own ........................................ 25. 4 
37.3 per cent own .....•.. _ ... _ .. _ .. _ ......... _ ........... 44. 4 
8.1 per cent own .......................................... 30. 2 

The same groups show the following relative concen
tration of the ownership of value of rented farms: 

Per cent. 
54.6 per cent own .. _________ ......... _ .......... _ ......•. 10. 4 
37.3 per cent own········-·-··········-···········-······ 45. 8 
8.1 per cent own . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ......•............... 43. 8 

It will be noted that 8.1 per cent of the owners of 
rented farms have holdings representing 43.8 per cent 
of the aggregate valne of such land, thns showing n 
large relative concentmtion not only of values, hut also of 
acreage, in the lrnnds of comparatively few individuals. 

FARMS CLASSIFIED BY COLOR OR RACE OF FARMER. 

NUMBER OF WHIT!~ AND COLOltED FAIU\1EUB, BY GEO
GRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

Tab1e •crv shows tho number and per eent of farms 
operated by white and colored farmers, by st1ites iind 

territories. 

T.un,g XCIV.-NUMBER AND Plm CENT, Oli' l!'.ARMS OPEH
ATIW BY WHITE AND COLOmm FAHMEHS, .TUNE 1, 
moo, BY STATES AND 'rERRl'l'OIUES. 

NUr.rn1.:n or·· FAIU\IH, 

BTATJ;s AND TJU\RITOIUF.S. Opemtml h)"- Opemtcd by-

'.!'he United StntcH .. 5, 7:39, llf>7 4, 070, l~O 7!iU, 528 86. 6 ]3.4 

North Atlu.ntie rUvlHlon... G77, 506 075, 300 2,HO 99. 7 o.s 
, ____ , ~---.. -·-~ --~.~----·- --- -··--

Malnc ...........•••... 
New Hampshire ..... . 
Vermont ••.......•..•. 
M11ss1tch usctlH ....... . 
Ilhrn1o Jslnnd •.• ; •.... 
connectlcut ......... . 
New York .......... .. 
New ,Jersey ......... .. 
l'e1msylvt1nlt1 ....... .. 

South At111ntlc divlslon •.. 

fi9, 299 59, 270 
29, maii 20,31-i 
a:i, 10·1 33, 090 
37,715 a7,GOfi 

fl, •JU8 5, 470 
l!li, 9.ig 20, HB9 

220 720 22fi, U3fi 
M:orio M, rno 

22•1, 218 223, 057 

20 
10 
B 

110 
28 

100 
785 
470 
591 

9G2, 225 073, 3M 288, 871 

100. 0 (I) 
100.0 \

1
1) 

100. 0 ( ) 
90. 7 o. 3 
99.fi 0.5 
99, U• O. •I 
110.7 ll.3 
\l8. Ii l. •l 
90. 7 o. 3 

70.0 30.0 , ____ , ___ ·------
llclllWlll'C • ; .......... . 
.M1irylrtnd •. _ ......... . 
District of Columhiti .. 
Vlrgluln. ............. . 
W<•Ht Virginia •..••••.. 
North Carnl11111 ....... . 
Routh Carnlhlll ...... .. 
G11orglt1 .............. . 
Florlclr1 ............. .. 

9, 087 8, 809 818 
•JO, Ol2 •10, 160 5, 8•13 

21i9 252 17 
167, 880 128, 052 •l<I 83•1 

92, 874 92, 1B2 '742 
224, 637 100, 773 54, 80•1 
155, 355 09, O:l·1 Rll, 401 
224, 601 141, 805 82, 826 

40, 81'1 27' 288 13, 526 

North Ccntml rlivlslon •..• 2, 19fi,5G7 2, 170, 067 10, 000 

Ohio ................. . 
In<1i11na .....•....•.... 
Illinois ..••..•••.••.... 
Michigan ........... .. 
Wisconsin •........... 
Minncsoto. ........... . 
Iowa ................. . 
Missouri ............. . 
North Dakota •••.••••. 
south Dakota ...•.•... 
Nohrnsko. ............ . 
Kansns ............... . 

276, 710 
221,897 
2011, 151 
203 261 
um: 795 
lM,059 
228,622 
284,886 
45, 332 
ii2,622 

121, 525 
173,098 

274, 750 
220, 8il5 
262, 6()2 
202, 288 
109, 275 
154, 2A7 
228, 395 
270, 933 
43, 998 
50, 816 

121, 196 
171, 232 

l, 069 
1,062 
1,489 

973 
f>20 
372 
227 

4,953 
1,3:H 
1,806 

820 
1,866 

~outh Ccntrnl division .... 1, 658, 166 1,206, 307 •if>l, 799 

01. 6 8.'l 
87.a 12.1 
Ull.7 (i, 3 
n. a 20. 1 
09,2 0.8 
75. 6 2•1, '1 
•lll.O 55,0 
68, l 30. 9 
O!l.9 33,l 

09.2 0.8 

oo.a o. 7 
99.5 0,5 
uo .. 1 o. a 
99,5 o.ri 
09. 7 o. s 
99.8 0.2 
09.9 0.1 
98.S 1.7 
97.1 2.0 
90.6 3,•I 
99.7 0.3 
98.U 1,1 

72.8 27.2 
1----11----1--- ----- ---

Kentucky ••••.••...... 
Tennessee .......... .. 
Alabama ..•........... 
Mississippi ......••.... 
Louisl11na ......••.•••• 
Texns ............... .. 
Oklahoma ........... . 
Indian Territory .... .. 
Ark11nso.s ............ . 

234, 667 
224,623 
223, 220 
220,803 
115, 009 
352, 190 
62,495 
45,505 

178, 694 

223, 429 
100, 728 
120, 187 
92, 12<1 
57,809 

286, 651 
59, 324 
85,451 

131, 711 

ll, 288 
83,895 
9,1,088 

128, 679 
58, 160 
65, 536 
3, 171 

10, 054 
46, 083 

1 Leas th11n one-tenth or 1 per cent. 

05.2 4.8 
84.0 15.1 
57.9 42.1 
41.7 58.3 
•10.8 50.2 
81.4 18.6 
9•1.9 5.1 
77.9 22.l 
73. 7 26. 8 

'r,un,1c XCIV.-NUMBER AND PEH CENT OF FA.HMS OPEH
A'rED BY WHITE AND COLOltED F AltMims, .TUNE l, 
l!lOO, BY STATES AND 'rERRITOH.rnS-Continued. 

EiTATRH ANf> 'l'BRRI1'0Rll~8. 

NU1'IHlrn OP VARMH. P!Clt CJ.:N'L' lH' PAit?tlS. 

.otnl. 

Opll!'llletl by- Opemtml by-

Wltlt.1• Colore1l Whlt1i Colored 
!111·11101-.~. lt\rmcrs. ftt1·me1°H. lttrmcrs. 

Western <llv!Hion.......... 2·12, 90H 23·1, 8o·l 8,05'.1 \Iii, 7 :i. a 
'Montmm ............. . 
Wyoming ............ . 
Co!or11tlo •.•...•••..... 
Nmv Mexieo ......... . 
Arizon11 ....... _ ...... . 
Ut11ll ................. . 
Ncvrul1t .............. . 
Itlalio ............... .. 
Wnshington •..•....•.. 
Oregon .............. .. 
Cr1lifornla ............ . 

\17.f> 2.5 
97.2 2.H 
1rn. 1 o. a 
HH.f> 11.fi 
1m.o m.o 
UH, 7 1.3 
U2.l. 7.9 
Uli.O :J,4 
ori. 7 a. a 
98,f> 1. fl 
117.8 2. 2 

Ah\8k11 ...•........•.••.... 
Hawaii .................. . 

Of the 5,739,657 farms in the United Stutes, ,June 1, 
moo, "l,970,129, or 86.6 per cent, were opemtecl hy 
white farmers, and IG0,528, or 13.4 per ctmt, by the 
various races grouped under the general designation of 
colored, including ncgroes, Indfans, Chinese, .fapimese, 
Hn.waii.ans, and South Sea Ishtnders, ancl those descended 
from such mces . 

Of the geogra.phic divisions, the North Atlantic had 
the greatest proportion of white farmerj, DO. 7 per cent 
oi' the 677,506 farms in that division being operated by 
white, and only 2,140, or 0.3 per cent, by colored 
farmers. 

In the South Atlantic division '70.0 per cent of the 
farms were opemted by white, and 30. 0 per cent by 
colored farmers. The highest per cent of white formers 
in any state of the division, 99.2, was round in West 
Virginia, and the highest per cent of colored ru.rmers, 
55.0, in South OaroHna. 

In the North Central division the white farmers 
operated 99. 2 per cent of all farms, and the colored 
farmers bnt 0.8 per cent. The per cent or colored 
farmers varied from 0.1 in Iowa to 3.4 in South 
Dakota. 

The South Central division, like the South Atlantic, 
had a very large proportion of colored farmers. The.Y 
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numbered 451,799 in a total of 1,058,166, or 27.2 per 
cent. The largest rehttive number of farms operated 
by colored farmers in tho South Central division was 
in Mbsissippi-58.3 per cent, a figure exceeded only in 
Hawaii. Kentucky and Oklahonm were lowest, with 
4.8 and 5.1 per cent, respectively. 

In the Western division the per cent of colored farm-
" ers was 3.3 and that of whitt1 formers \J6.7. Colored 

farmers were relatively most numerous in Arizona, 
which report.eel 31.0 per cent, nucl fewest in Oolorudo, 
whem they constituted only 0.3 per cent. Ah1skn. was 
the only stn,te or territory in which no colored farmers 
were enumerated. Hawaii reported the highest per 
cent of colored farmers, 77.li, and the lowest per cent 
of white farmers, 22.4. 

Tnhle xov shows, by states ttncl territories, the distri
bution of farms of colored formers by race, as well as 
the nnmber of white farmers. Table xcvI gives the 
per cent of the number of farms, ,June 1, 1900, oper
ated by indiyid1rnls of specified meas, by geographic 
divisiom;. 

TAm,i. XOV.-NUMBER OF FARMS OF WHITE, NEGIW, 
INDIAN, CIUNESE, JAPANESE, AND IIAvVAIIAN FARM
ERS, JUNE 1, HlOO, BY STA'rEs AND TERRI'.l'ORIES. 

FARMS OPimA'fllll DY-

8'fA'fl!S ANll Tmmr- Totnl 
I···~----··--·· ------~--··---~------·-··' 

number of TORIES. fnrms. In- Chi- Jl\p!t· Whites. Negroes. dltrns. nose, JICSC. 

--.,------····-·-·--·---· ---·---·--·--·- --·------- ··-·-~---· ---~~ --- ---
'l'ho Un!lc<l StnteH .. Jf>I 739,(i57 •l, 070, 12U 746, 717 rn,9rn 1. 8·12 mo 

::;.;;:=.-::=:::::.;:;::: :;o:;.::;;;-----·:::--:-:-:::-.= ----·········--
Norlh Atlantic <livislon .. H77 ,MO G75, am 1, 7G1 3GCT l:l . ..... _________ .. ---·------- --·-,_ .. __ 

:Maino ................ 59,299 59,270 21 fi ····-·· ...... New Htunpshim ..... 291 az.1 29, Bl4 10 ········ ....... ...... Vermont ............. 33, 104 :m,mm 8 """2i' '""i' ...... MaRKtwhnsotts ........ 37, 7.lf> ll7J OU5 87 . ..... 
Hhmlo I"lmul ........ f>, •JUI:\ 5,470 28 . ....... ...... 
Connuctfont .......... 2(), 9·18 20, 839 107 2 '""ii" . ..... New York ............ 22r.,no 221i,!lll5 448 331 . ..... 
Now Jersey .......... 3'1, lif>O 3•1, 180 400 1 . ..... 
Pcnnsylvm1ltt ........ 22il, 2i18 223,0ffi 585 G ........ ...... 

South Atlantic division •. 962, 22t\ 073,354 287, 983 935 3 ...... 
·--·--------

Dcltiwaro ............ 9,687 8,8C\9 817 1 ......... 
~~~~fgl1gr · c<iiii1iiGiti: •16, 012 40,169 5,812 1 ......... 

209 21i2 17 "'"ili'l' ........ . . .. .. .. .. Vfrginitt ............. 107, 886 123,052 44, 705 . ...... .......... 
· West Virginia ........ 92, 874 02,132 742 ''"868' ......... ........ North Ctirollno. ... ~ •. 224, 637 ](19, 773 53,9UO ........ ........ 

South C:nrollntt ....... 155,855 09,95'1 85,381 20 ""'i' ........ Georgia .............. 224,691 Hl,866 82,822 3 ........ 
Florida .............. 40, 81'1 27,288 18, 521 5 ....... ···--· 

North Central division ... 2, 190,507 2,170, 067 12, 255 4,637 8 ......... 
-·- -··~-~ --

Ohio ................. 270, 719 274, 750 1,906 2 1 ............ 
lncllana .............. 221, 897 220, 836 1,043 1\) 

""':i' ........ Illinois ............... 26•1, 151 202,602 1,486 .... ii.i7' ........ 
Michlgnn ............ 203, 201 202,288 026 ····-·· ..... ,.. Wisconsin ............ 169, 795 160, 275 68 •102 ....... ......... 
Minnesota ........... 154, 650 154, 287 81 au ....... ......... 
!own ................. 228,622 228, 395 200 27 ....... ......... 
Missouri ............. 284,886 279, 033 4,950 3 ....... .......... 
North Dnkotn ........ 45, 832 48, 998 18 l, 816 .......... 
South Dakoln ........ 52, 622 60, 816 17 1,788 1 
Nebraskn ............ 121,526 121, 196 78 240 2 ......... 
Knnsas ............... 178,008 171,232 1, 782 88 1 ............ 

South Central division ... 1,658,160 1,206,367 444,429 7,854 16 ......... 
------

Kentucky •.•.•••.•••. 234, 667 223,429 11, 227 11 ....... .......... 
Tennessee ........... 224,628 190, 728 83,883 12 ....... ........... 
.Alabamn ............. 223,220 129, 137 94, 069 14 ....... .......... 
Mlssll\~ippl ........... 220,803 92, 12•1 128,851 828 ""'2' ........... Loui~iana ............ 115, 969 67,809 58,096 62 ........ 
Texfll3 ................ 852,190 286,.651. 65,472 61 18 ....... 
Oklal1om1t ........... 62,496 59, 324 2,266 915 ....... ......... 
Indfan Territory ..... 45, 505 M, 451 4,097 5, 967 '""i' ·····-.Ar kansns ............ 178, 694 131, 711 46,978 4 ........ 
lJncludlng the !arms of 481 Bnwnllans, 57 part Hnwulinns, and l South Sea 

Islander. 

TAnLE XOV.-NUMBER OF FARMS, OF WHITE, NEGHO, 
INDIAN, OHINESE, ,JAPANESE, AND HAWAIIAN l•'ARM
ERS, JUNE 1, l!JOO, BY STA'rES AND TERRITORIES-Con
tinued. 

============:===========··--

BTA'rES AND Tlmin
'fORms. 

·-·-

WcHtcrn <liviRiou .•....... 

l\Im1tm111 ............. 
Wyoming ............ 
Uolor11do ............. 
New Mt!xleo ......... 
Arlr.ornt .............. 
Utnh ................. 
Nevml1t .............. 
Icltiho ................ 
W11Hllington .••...•.•• 
Oregon ............... 
Uttliforniu ............. 

Allt-~lm ................... 
Ifltwall .................... 

TottLl 
numlmrof 

forms. 

----
242, 90~ 

18, 370 
o,m.J5 

24, 700 
i2, au 

5,809 
19,887 
2,1M 

17, 471 
83,202 
8fi,837 
72,512 

12 
12, 273 

I"ARMH Ol'ImATED BY-

-------------------~-·-·-

Whites. Negroes. In- Chi- .fop!\· 
din.nH. nose. IH'Ke. 

------ ---·-·-·-· .. ·----· --··-----

2~M,854 mn 0,018 1,ono :m 
---- ·-·--- -- ·-·---·--··· 

13, 042 21 281 !2(i 
5,922 2 11\7 4 

2,1,627 08 15 ······ 
10,893 14 1, •101 a 

4,006 15 1, 770 18 
lU, 144 11 mo :1:1 
2,011 3 lfif) rn 

ltl, 870 9 003 2il 
32, 112 55 960 mi 
85, 2AO 14 4-IB $2 2 
70, 035 135 ti58 777 

I 
:\7 

12 
.. -~~~~~:-~_:::: ::: ·-~~~·~2 ·1 · .. f,,~i 509 

TA!II.Ia XCVI.-PER OEN'r OF THE NUMBER OF FARMS 
OP.ERA'.rJm BY INDIVIDUALS BELONGING TO Sl'EOI
FIED RAOES, JUNE 1, 190-0, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONH. 

cmmmAPlll(1 l>IVISIONS. 

I'lllt CENT ClI' 1·1rn N\lMlllm 01' FA HMH lll'!IUA TIW 
llY-

Chi· 
lll'Hl~, 

Jttpll- Ihiwttli 
IWHl~. in.n.1 White. Nugrn. Indl1tn. 

-----"-------- ---· -·. 
Tho Uultotl stnks ....... Hli.G rn.o 0.'1 (2) (') 

·--··"·- -~----~- •-~-n--•-•rn 

North Atlnntic ................ !lU.7 O.H (2) ~·) . ....... 
South Atltmtle ................ 70. 0 20. n ll. l 'I ········ North C:tmtml ................. DU.~ 0.0 0 .. \" ........ 
South Uentrtcl ................. i~. M 20.H 0.•1 (2) 

"'(ii'" WcHtcl'll . ....................... U!i.7 0.2 2. 7 O.·I 

Al1tslm l\11C1 HttWltll ............ 22.8 0.1 a~.ri ~m.2 

1 I11olncll11g rmrt HttWttlllurn 1mtl l fionth Rt~lt IHlnU<lcr. 
2 LeHH tluut one-tenth of 1 per uunt. 

(') 

········ ........ 
········ ........ 

~1.4 

Tho number o:f negro farmers in somo ::itates wn8 ,·ory 
sma.11, less than 10 being reported from tho following 
states and territories: Vermont, 8, Wyoming 2, N 3-

vadft H, Idaho H, Alaslm O, and Hamtii 2. 
Indian f1irmcn; wore reported from 5 of the !) North 

Atln,ntic stn.tes, from 5 of the 9 South Atlantic states, 
from all of the North Central states except Illinois, nnd 
from all of tho South Central and W cstcrn states, hut 
none from Alaska or Hawaii. 

The Chinese farmers numbered 1,842, and wern 
reported in 3 of the North Atlantic states, 3 of th<~ 
South Atlantic, 5 of the North Central, 3 of tho South 
Central, in all of the Western st.ates except Colorador 
and also in Hawaii . 

The Japanese formers numbered only 570, of whom 
531 were in Hawa1i, 37 in California, and 2 in Oregon. 

The Hawaiians, part Hawaiians, and South Sea Ishmd
ers, were all found in Hawaii. 

In the North Atlantic dhision, exclusive of New York, 
the colored farmers were mdstly negroes, as the other 
states reported only 2 Chinamen and 35 Indians. In 
New York, however, 331 Indian and 11 Chinese farmers 
were reported, the former being mainly descendants of 
the famous Six Nations. 
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Of tho 287,H3B colored farmers in the South AthLntic 
division, a,ll but HRS were negroes or of nogro descent; 
!J35 we.re .Indians, and 3 were Chinese. Of the lndit1ns, 
8()8 wore domiciled in the state of North Carolina. 

Of the colorqcl farmers in the North Central division, 
nearly 30 per cent wore lndi!tns, of whom two-thirds 
lived in the two Dakotas. Of the colored farmers in 
the South Centrn1 stlttes, 44:4:,429 were negroos itnd 

7 ,354 Indittns, the great mitjority of the latter being in 
Indin:r1. Territory and Oklahonm, and it considemble 
number in 1Vfoisi8sippi. 

In the 'Western division the lncliims constituted 2. '7 
per cent of 1tll :formers, the Chino~:e 0.4 per cent, rtnd 
tho negroe8 0.2 per cent. Indiau8 wore found in 
1111 states, but in largest numbers in Arizona and 
New Mexico. Th(>. Chinese were most numerous in 
Califo rn in .. 

In Hnwttii the Chinese operated 32.6 per cent of iill 
farnui; the .Tnpaneso, 23.4 per cent; tho lfawaiians, 
21.5 per cent; the white::;, 22.4 per cent; while nogroos 
had only 2 farms. All the farm::; in Alaska were opor
n,ted hy whitm>. 

rrAH111S OPJ~ItATI<1D BY FARl\iIDRS OJ!' Sl'EOU'mD RACES 
OLASHil!'IlCD BY OTJII<m Ol!ARAC'.rmnsncs. 

Tahlo xovn gives by porcontages :four classificntions 
of the f1trm:,1 operated hy farmers of specified races, 1inc1 
shows the rnlntivo unmher of farms of designitted clutr
ncteristics tlmt were opemted by the farmers of each 
mce. 

'l'A1u.1~ XCVII.-I)Jm OEN'r OF FARMS OPERATED BY 
FAHMEIU:l OF Sl'ECIJ?rnn RACES, JUNE 1, moo, CLAS
srnrnn HY AIU~A. l'RINOIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, 
VAUm OF l'HODUC'rs NOT .FED 'rO LIVE s·romc, AND 
~t'ENUim. 

A.-l~ARMS CLASSIFIED l!Y AREA IN ACRES. 

GllOUl.'8 OF I' Al\MB. 

All farms .......... 

.......... 
o·:::::: 
00 ••••• 
175 •••. 
260 .••• 
500 •••• 
1,000 ••• 
......... 

Undcr8 •.•..• 
8 o.nd un dor 10 
10 a.ml undor 2 
20 and under ISO 
60 and under 1 
100 and under 
176 ancl unclcr 
260 and nuder 
500 and under 
1,000 o.nd over 

l'~l' 
cent of 

till 
farms. 

--
100.0 
~ 

0, 7 
4.0 
7.1 

21. 9 
23.8 
24.8 
8,5 
6. 6 
1.8 
o.s 

l'llR CllNT OF NmlllER OF FARMS OF JtARMRRB 
01r BPJ~CIF!llD RACES. 

--.~-.·-------------··----

White. Negro. Indian. Chi· Japa· Hawa!· 
ncse. llCS~. !an,1 

----- -~·--~-····- ····--------
100.0 100.0 100, 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

-·~-- = ---- = = -~-·--

0.7 o. 6 3.9 14.9 26. 7 25.0 
8.5 6.8 10. 6 28.l 41.2 28.6 
5.7 16.0 13. 2 17. 7 17. 7 10.2 

18.8 45.9 20.4. 19.9 7.5 10.s 
24..8 18.0 12. 6 10.7 1.6 10.G 
27.2 8.9 17. 7 8.2 0,7 8.7 
9.5 2.2 4,5 s.s O.li 2.3 
7.•l 1.2 7, 9 1,4 0.7 S.5 
2.0 0.3 G.1 0.4 1.8 
0,9 0.1 8, 1 0.4 o.,4 3.5 

. 1 Including part H11walians and 1 South Sea Islander. 

'.l'Am,E XCVII.-PER CENT OF FARMS OPERA'rED BY 
FARMERS OF SPECIFIED RACES, JUNE 1, 1900, CLAS
SIFIED BY AREA, PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, 
VALUI~ OF PIWDUCTS NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, AND 
TENURE-Con tinned. 

11.-FARMS CLASSil!'lED BY PRINCIPAL SOURCJ~ OF INCOMK 

11EU CENT OF NUMIJER OF FARMS OP F.A.lt!l!ERS 
Per OF SPEC!l'llm RACES. 

(.HlO\Ji'S 01' FAl\MS. ce~1\ of ----,-----..,..--c---~-~
fitrms. 

White. Negro. Indl1111. ;~~~. Japa- H11.w11i-
ncsc. Ian.• 

1111y !LIHI grain •...... 2(),0 25. 4 6.9 40.9 3.5 0.2 
Vogt~tu.bl~s ........... '2, 7 2.8 2.1 3.9 37.1 6.5 3.7 
irrutts ................ 1,4 1. 6 0.3 0.7 14,9 7. 7 2.9 
l.1ivo Htoek ..... ....... 27.3 30. 7 4.1 28.3 5.5 2.6 8.4 
Dttlry proclmm ••..•..• 6.2 7.1 0. 7 1.8 0.3 0,9 1. 2 
Tnlme,~o .............. 1.9 1.8 2.6 0.1 1 •) .......... ········ Cotton ................ 18.7 10. 9 70.5 9.4 0.4 ... ifi:a· Jtl<!c .....•• : .......... 0,1 0.1 o. 3 ("l 21, 4 2.8 
Snp;11.r ................. 0.1 0.1 0.1 (2 1.2 10.3 1.2 
Flowers 111ul plants ... 0.1 0.1 {!l 0.1 1.1 
~nrHcry procluntR ..... 

i~j m 
········ •.. ".i:9. 0.2 

111ro .•...••.•....•..•. 8.9 53.8 
Coffee ................. ... i2X ""i4:9· 2,2 32.8 21. l 
:Miscul11tncous ..•.•..• 1 . f> 19.4 7.3 13.5 4.9 

----~-·--

G.-lrARMS OLASSil'IED BY V AT,UE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NO'!' l'ED TO 
J.IVE STOCK. 

$0 .................... . 
$1 ttnd nn<lcr $50 ..... . 
$fl0 mHl under $100 •••• 
$100 1t111l nndm• $250 ••• 
$200 ancl un1lcr ~moo ... 
$ii0ll 111Hl nncll\r $1,000. 
$1,000 mHI under $2/iOO 
$2,fiOll mid over ••.•••. 

o. 9 
2. u 
fl.a 

21. 8 
27. u 
2·1.0 
14.fJ 
2. 7 
~--· 

0.8 
2.3 
4.0 

20.0 
27.0 
21i.8 
16.4 
3.1 

1 .. 1 8.4 2.7 
6,8 21.l 1.7 
9.8 10.6 3.0 

83.1 27.1 8. 7 
34.1 14. 0 13,6 
12.8 7.8 20.3 
], 9 3.9 25.0 
0.1 1.1 25.0 

D.-11AJlMS Cf,ASSIFIED I!Y 'l'ENURI~. 

Owners ..•............ fi•l.9 fi9.8 21. 0 90.4 7.2 
l'ttrt. owners ••••...... 7.9 8. 5 4.0 2.7 1.7 

1.1 
3.o 
5.8 

27. 2 
31. 2 
19.8 
9.5 
1.9 

4. 
ri.: 

9 
~ 
& 
2 
4 
2 
0 
7 

12. 
Bf>. 
lU. 
11. 

7. 
4. 

o.tl H.9 
owners and tenant.~ .. o.u 1. 0 0.2 0,fi 0.1 

8.11 58.9 

--······ ........ 
:MnnngerR .•••••.•.•... 1.0 1.2 0.2 0.3 2 .. 1 
Casli tcnn.n ts ......... :13.1 u. 6 36.G 1.1 78.8 
Sh11ro tmmn is ........ 22.2 19. u 88.0 •J.9 10.8 

linclucllng pnrtII11w111i11ns mul 1 Sonth Sea Islander. 
• J,ess than one-tenth of 1 per ccn t. 

0.31 1. 4 
85.1 21.5 
5.6 il.3 

In the groups of farms classified by area the per
centages for the Hawaiim1s, including part Hawaiians 
itnd South Sea Islanders, with those for the Chinese 
and .Japanese, form lt nearly regular series, having its 
maximum in the group with 3 and less than JO acres, 
and descending to the farms of largest area. For all races 
the per cent of farms in the group under 3 11creH was 
less than in that of farms of the next larger areas, but 
the disproportion was not so marked for the three Pacific 
races, each of which shows a maximum in some one of 
the groups of over 20 acres. The farmers of the Pacific 
races were generally engaged in branches of agriculture 
that can be conducted most profitably on farms of small 
area. This is shown also by the percentages of section 
B of the same table, to which attention will be called 
later. 

The greatest relative numbers of Indian and negro 
farmers operated :farms containing :from 20 to 50 acres . 

, 
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The percentages for both races descend in either 
direction from farms of these specified areas to those 
with the largest and smallest acreages. 

More white formers were engaged in conducting 
farms containing from 100 to 175 acres than of any 
other specified area. The percentages for their farms 
decrease regularly from that group to those of largest 
and smallest sizes. 

lt is well to compare the n verage i:iizc of forms 
operated by the members oi' these races with what 
might be expected from the distribution of farms by 
percentages as given in table XCVIL The avemge area 

·of farms cultivated by white :farmers was 160. 7 acres; 
by negroes, 51. 2 acres; by Indians, 172. 5 acres; by 
C.hinese, 63. 8 acres; by .Japanese, 37 .1 acres; and by 
Hawaiians, 996.4 acres. 

The average area of the farms opemtcd by whites is 
substantfally the quarter section of hind and falls within 
the group in which the whites hud the greatest per cent 
of farms. The 1wcmge size of farms of ncgroes is 51. 2 
acres, while the greatest relative number of their forms 
is contained in the group whose nULximum limit hi 50 
acres. The :farms of the other races have average 1treas 
that cli:ffer much from that of the group in which they 
luwc their highest per cent of farms. The most marked 
case of this kind is that of the Hawniiani:i who have more 
farms with areas o:f 3 and under 10 acrns thn.n of qny 
other armi, while the average nroa of all their forms was 
996.'J, acres) or over six times that of the farms of any 
other rnce. Hitwaii has rehttively more very small farms 
and more very large ones than any other territory or 
state. Of the several racm1, the Hawitiians and whites 
are in control of the largest farms. Tho aggregate num. 
ber of farms opemted by white .farmers in I-fawaii, how
ever, is so small as to lrnve no appreciable influence 
upon the average area of the farms of the white race as 
a. whole. 

A few large holdings greatly increase the :weru.gt~ size 
of the :farms of Indians and Chinese 11s well as those 
of Hawitiians. For the .Japanese farmers the increase 
is due to a like muse, but not to so great an extent as 
in the case of the two other races mentioned. 

H.eln.tively greater numbers of live-stock farms and 
of hay and grain farms were operated by white and by 
Indian farmers than by all farmers. These two classes 
o:f farms constituted 56.1 per cent of the :farms of 
whites, 69.2 per cent of those of Indians, and 50.3 
per cent of all farms. It may be s11id, therefore, that 
these branches of farming are most prominent in the 
agricultural operu.tions of the races mentioned. 

Of all farms operated by negroes, cotton, tobacco, 
and rice farms constituted 70.5, 2.6, and 0.3 per cent 
respectively, while the per cent of such farms was only 
18. 7, 1. 9, and 0.1, respectively, of itll .farms. No other 
i·ace had so large a portion of its :farmers devoting their 
energies to the production o:f a sing1e staple as is the 
case of the negroes with reference to the cotton crop. 

Of the :farms of the Chinese, 37.1 per cent made the 

' cultivation of vegetables the principal source of income. 
The corresponding percentages for other farms were as 
follows: H.ice, 21.4; fruit, 14.9; taro, 4.9; coffee, 2.2; 
n.nd sugar, 1.2. For all farms the corresponding per
ccntageH were as fol1~ws: Vegetables, 2.7; rice, 0.1; 
fruits, 1.4; sugar, 0.1; and taro and coffee, less than 0.1 
per cent. All these crops require intensive ·cultiva
tion, the use o:f small tracts of land, and a large rela
tive amount of hunmn labor, with but little animal 
labor. 'J'he Chinese lead in such branches of farming, 
while white farmers lead in the cultivation of hay and 
gmin. 

The Japm1ese in Ffaw1iii have as their specialty the 
cultivation of coffee. Coffee farms constituted less 
than 0.1 per cent of all farms, hut 32. 8 per cent of the 
.Japanese farmers derived their principn.l income from 
eoffee production. T'hey operated 13.5 per cent of the 
mhicellttneous farms, the greater number of which 
were comparatively undeveloped coffee phtnfations from 
which small incomes are derived from n variety of 
other proclncts while the coffee plants arc maturing. 
'l'he relative numbers of ,Japanese farmers engaged in 
growing rice, sugn.r, taro, fruits, and vegetables arc 
almost as great as those o:f the Chinese. The bmnchcs 
of agricultm·c in which the .Taptmrn=m show such hirge · 
relative percentages are found principiilly in Hawaii. 
In that territory they lead in coffee and sug1n· forming, 
while the Chinese lend in the cultivation of vegetables, 
fruits, and rice. 

Of the I-fowaiian, part Hawaiian, and South Sea 
Island farmers, 53. 8 per cent secured their principal 
income from tn.ro, and 21.1 per cent from coffee. ~l'he 

farms on which these plants were cultivated as principal 
crops were usually ::;mall. 'rhe live-stock tuid sugar 
farms were the only ones that contained large areas. 
The percentages o:f section B of table xcvn serve to 
indicate indirectly how relatively few farms contribute, 
to any important extent, to the large areas which give 
to the :farms of Hawaii the high avemg·e area, l\lld to 
which attention has been called. 

Of the percentages of section C of table xcvn, those 
for the Chinese farmers are most noteworthy. Of ·the 
farms cultivated by them, 55. 7 per cent contained less 
than 20 acres, and only 2.2 per cent contained over 260 
acres; yet o:f the Chinese farmers only 7.4 per cent 
reported incomes o:f less than $100, while 70. 3 per cent 
reported incomes of over $500. Of the whites, 7. 7 per 
cent reported the smaller of those incomes, iwd only 
45.3 per cent the larger. Of the Chinese, 25.0 per cent 
reported incomes of over $2,500, while of the whites 
only 3.1 per cent reported such incomes. 

The Chinaman, by laborious but very intensive cul
tivation of the land under his care, secures a large 
income per acre and also a high per cent upon invest
ment. The percentages or this table, as of the others 
giving figures of the agricultural operations of the 
Chinese, illustrate how the white race, in some lines of 
activity, can take lessons :from the Mongolian. For the 
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Chinese, less than for any other race, is the soil a mine 
from which the farmer seck8 to extract something, but 
rnther a laboratory in which he seeks to combine some 
of t.hc rcsoun·cs of nature to produce 1:101nething of 
vitluc. 

The great nHtjority of the white fo,rmers reported 
inconies varying from $100 to $1,000, there being 
relatively :fow very s1rutll or very large incomes. 'fhe 
samL1 iH true of the negro, although the negro's income 
averaged mud1 less-probn,l>ly not exceeding one-half 
that of the white farmer. The incomes of the I-faw1tii
ans agreo, approxinrntely, with those of the negroes, and 
those of the .fapanesc with those of the whites. No 
other mcc itpprmw.hel:'I the 1wern,ge incorne of the 
Chinese farmer. The Inclim1 farmers r1mk lower in 
incomeK tlrnn do even thn negroes or tho Hawaiians; 
yet for it r1we just le1wing a life of hunting ancl fishing 
mid entering upon nn indtuitrial em·eer, the figures of· 
the tn.hlo make it connncnc11thle showing. 

,The fignrcH of Het~tion D of fable xcvn show the rela
tion of tenure to mco of f1miH.H'S. .For all forms of 
ownership the whites luwo higher porccntiiges th1tn the 
general iwerttge of tho rnccs, and for all forms of ·frtrm 
ten1t1H\\' their ptn'('l'ntttgos 1tre eom1iclembly lower than 
the 1WP1'!lg't~. 'l'hl\ nngro fat·morri reverse these con
dition::;. Cttsh tmiunts opemted 13.1 per cent of all 
farms, hut of ttll negro farm opemtoni, cash tenants con
Htitntcd BH.H pm· el\nt. 'l'lw farms opcmtcd by ~hare 
te1mnts wet'll ~2.2 p()r cont of the tottil, hnt 38.0 per 
cont of those conducted liy negro farmers. 

The I ndhtn:-i showed ti higher per cent of owners than 
any other riwe. Of all farm::;, those operated by owners 
com; ti tuted [),~. H per emit; of the forms of Indians, owners 

operated 90.4: per cent. The percentages of tenant
operated farms weTe correspondingly small. 

The Chinese and Japane:,;e farmers were largely ten
ants, 88.6 per cent of the Chinese and 90. 7 per cent 
of the .T apanese being of that class. Far the greater 
part of those were cash tenants. The tenants of the 
Chinese race form an exception to tenant :farmers as a 
class, in that the incomes which they report are rela
tively larger than for any group of farmers operating 
their own :farms. 

The Hawaiians correspond irt tenure more closely 
to the white than to any other rnce, the only excep
tional feature, in addition to the remarkably small 
proportion of ·share tenants, being the large relative 
number of part owners. The greater number of these 
part owners were farmers who owned small tracts of 
land, n,nd, in addition, rented land from the Govern
ment. It should be mentioned, in this connection, that 
the law under which this land is leased is so framed 
as to encourage its ultimate purchase by the cultivators 
of small tracts. 

The general facts shown in table xcvn are further 
elucidated in Plate 18, to which attention is called. 

NUMBEH. AND CHARACTER OF FARMS OPERATED BY 
WHITE FARMERS. 

Table 1 gives, by states and territories, the number 
of forms of white :farmers in ten specified groups of 
farms by area. Tables 2 ancl 3 classify the nnmber o:f 
farms operated by white farmerl:l, June 1, 1900, accord
ing to tenure, principal source of income, and amount 
of income, Table xcvnr presents a classified summary 
of farms operated by white farmers, by geographic 
divisions. 

'l'hm,g XCVIII.-NU~llrnH. 01!' FARMS, ;ruNE 1, moo, OPERATED BY WHITE FARMERS, IN SPECIFIED GROUPS, 
UF FARMS ULASSIFIIm BY AREA, PH.INOIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED 
TO LIVE STOCK, AND 'rENUIU~, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

A.-FARMS CLASSilfIED BY AltEA IN ACRES. 

--------~·-·------

Tlw 
United Sto.tcs. North South 

GUOUPfi fH~ Jl'AnMS. 

Atlantic. Atlo.nt!c. 

----
'I'otii! .•...••••••...••••••••••••••••••.••.•.•..••••••.• ······ 4, 970, 12\l 675,366 673,Bfi.:I 

:::=="'' . .. 
86, 105 9,047 3 341 ...... 

172, 802 41,882 20: 910 -····· 284, 204 61,4(;3 46, 17'1 ·····.·· 010,088 117, 007 14,l, 341 ....... 
1, 229, 176 191,301 162,121 ······· 1,852,048 177, 288 152,590 ······· 472, 597 56,1)91 66,845 ....... 

867,658 25,146 49,238 ....... 
99,SlB 4,036 16,129 ....... 
46,148 1,055 5,665 ....... 

tJt\llt!r a ................ ··-······························· .. . 
aointl un<l~rlO ............................................ . 
10 nn<l ll!Hlcr 20 .......................................... . 
20 n111l 1m<le1· 50 .......................................... . 
liO 1\lltl 111Hl!)r 100 .... , .................................... . 
100 1111<l 11nrfor 17fi ........................................ . 
175 1111<1m11ler2ti0 ....................................... .. 
2110 1uul 11111lm· fiOO ....................................... .. 
riuo nncl mHh•r 1,000 ............................ • · ....... · • 
1,000 n.ncl ovur ........... , , .............................. .. 

OEOORAPIIIC: DIVISIONS. 

North South 
Central. Centrnl. 

--· 
2, 179, 667 1, 206, 367 

....... 
12, 030 5,331 
f>tl, 369 85, 614 
74, 953 94,872 

335, 907 279, 667 
559,819 288, 676 
651,256 299, 745 
240, 848 92, 097 I 
193,143 69, HG6 

41, 003 23. li9'1 I 
11, 239 10, 605 

-·-

Western. 

23•1,854 

5, 720 
111 9115 
16,656 
32,503 
27,324 
68, 132 
lll,097 
30,448 
14,543 
11,486 

Alllska o.nd 
Hawaii. 

----··-
521 

36 
82 
96 

103 
35 
32 
19 
1 
8 
7 

3 9 

B.-FARMS OLAHSIFIED BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME. 

Hay o.ncl gmlu ........................... · · · .. · · · .... · · • · · • · · • • .. 
VcgNo.l:)leH ...................................................... . 
Fruits ..........•.........••...•...••....•...•..........•......... 
Live stock ...................................... · ..... ··· · · • .. · .. · 

~~t~it1Ec~'.1'.~1.1 '.'~. :: :: : : : : : :: :: : :: : : : : : : :::: :::: :: :: : : : : ::: : : : : : : :::: 
Cotton .......................................................... . 
Rice ............................................................ .. 
Sug111· ........................................................... . 
l~lowcr~ tllltl phmts ........................... · · · · · • · .. · · · · · .. · .. 
Nursery produeta ............................................... . 
To.ro ............................................................ . 
Coffee ........................................................... . 
MIAccllnncous ......................... • · ... · • • • .. · · · · .. · • • • · · · · · · 

107\1\l-.\<H\-1"1' 1--7 

1, 260,476 
138,866 
79,514 

1,~ii~· ~~~ 
so: 781 

548,449 
8,090 
6,164 
6,133 
2,021 

36 
181 

963, 868 

79,299 
43, 681 
19, 688 

170, 653 
174,684 

5,790 . .............. 
. ......... i23" 

3,2~7 
493 

120, 624 
20, 423 

9,982 
121, 005 

10, 722 
88,248 

166,314 
585 
247 
313 
108 

790, 059 
46,807 
20, 063 

911,559 
107, 931 

10,490 
2,116 

........ i;242' 
1,971 

836 

201,.121 68, MO 2 
17,115 10,824 16 

7 I 524 221 225 82 
255, 870 !i7, 8·J3 67 
81, 294 27, 40'2 22 
S?,252 1 ............ ,. 

37~:~ :::::::::::::: ····· ....... 5 
8, 569 881 102 

272 Sf>O ............. . 
286 239 ............. . 

36 
181 

49 

I__~~--'.!.~~~'--~~-'-~~-'-~~--'-~~~~~~ 
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TABLE XCVIII.-NUMBER OF FARMS JUNE 1, 1900, OPERATED BY WHITE FARMERS, IN SPECIFIED GROUPS 
CLASSIFIED BY AREA, PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE 
STOCK, AND TENURE, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS-Continued. 

c.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY VALUE OF PRODUCTS 01' 1899 NOT :i!'ED ·ro LIVE STOCK. 

GROUI'S OF FARllS. 
The 

United Stntcs. North 
Atl1111tic. 

South 
Atllmtlc. 

GEOGllAPHIO Tl!YISIONS, 

North 
Centml. I South 

Central. Western. Alask11.aL 
Hawn!t. 

---------------------------- -----·- ----- I 
$() ............................................................... . 
$1 nnd under $50 ................................................ . 
$50 and under $1.00 .............................................. . 
$100 and unclor $250 ............................................. . 
S2liO nnd nuder $500 ............................................. . 
S500 and under $1,000 • • . • . . . . . • • • . • . • • • • .. • . . • . . • ••.•••.•.•.••.• 
$1,000 arid under $2,500 .......................................... . 
82,600 and over ............. , ................................... .. 

41,267 
112,489 
229,127 
994,371 

1,845,0M 
1, 281,353 

818,898 
152,570 

2,811 
12, 221 
27,032 

123, 124 
174, 903 
188, 281 
125, 224 

20, 670 

S,887 
21,842 
45,237 

191,414. 
219,689 
180, 378 

51,579 
9,328 

13,291 
32, 150 
70,641 

Bl2, 197 
5021 645 
OG0,818 
505, 945 
81, 980 

13, 377 8,382 l 
87,662 8,591 2G 
73,259 12, 326 3' 

829,178 38, 342 121 
400,848 47, 380 
251, 749 50,052 7, 
85, 052 45, 038 6f 
15, 752 2·1, 745 

D.-Jl'ARMS CLASSU'IED BY TENURE. 

-----------------------·---·------··--------,..-----,------.,..----·:-----,..----
Owners ......................................................... . 
Part owners ..................................................... . 
Owners and tenants ............................................ . 

~:S~o.fc~~~iit.9::::::::: ::::::::: :: :::::::: :: : : : : : : : : :::::::: ::: : ::: 
Share tenants ............ , ... ; .................................. . 

2, 97•1, 497 
420, 916 
61, 717 
57,353 

477,100 
988,5'16 

White farmers ttre included in every group o:f farms 
shown in the classi:fications adopted by the Twelfth 
Census, and as these farmers constitute the great nrn.
jority of every class, the facts shown in table xovnr 
have already been passed in review in the discussion of 
preceding tables. 

Comparing the number of farms opei·ated by white 
farmers, 1ts given in table xovnr, with all farms for the 
various groups of that table, certain percentages ttre 
obtained wbich are given in table xorx. They show, 
for each subgro1i.p used in the classifications of this 
report, the proportion of farms oper1ited by white 
farmers. These proportions 1u·e given for the United 
States as well as :for the geographic divisions. 

TABLE XOIX.-PER CENT OF ALL FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, 
IN SPECIFIED GROUPS CLASSIFIED BY AREA, PRIN
OIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUI'i OF PRODUCTS OF 
1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, AND TBNUitE, WHICH 
WERE OPERATED BY WHITE FARMERS, BY GEO
GRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

A.~FAJ1M9 CLASSIFIED BY AREA IN ACims. 
-. . . -

.crnOGl\APJllC DIVJSIONS, 

The I GROUPS OF li'ARMa. United North "'""'I N"th "'"" I W~t States. Atlan· Atlati· Oen· Con-
tic. lie. . trnl. trfll, cm. 

---
--70.0- ·-~~;,-;2,8 -;;,-;-All farms ....... 86. G 99. 7 
~~=~~ 

Unders ............... 86.2 99.4 58.1) 98.2 78. 7 88.8 
s e.nd under io, ....... 76. 3 99.1 49.6 97.5 61.1 90.4 
10 and under 20 ....... 69. 8 99.B 58.S ·97.3 M.8 93.1 
20 and underro ....... 72,4 99.5 54.S 98.5 56.1 re.s 
50 e.nd under 100 .•••.• 90.0 99.8 74.9 99.5 78. 7 eo, a 
100 and under 175 ••••• 95.1 99.9 84.2 99. 7 88.8 98.1 
176 and under 260 ••••• 96.4 99.9 88.9 w. 7 91. 9 98.4 
~60 and under600 .••.. 97.8 99.9 92.3 99. 5 93.4 99.0 
IOO s.nd under 1,000 ••• 96.8 99.9 93.8 98. 2 9!i.O 98. 8 
1,000 and over ........ 97.6 99.9 96.l 97. z 97.2 99, 2 

-· 

Al us Im 
ILU<l 
Ha· 

wnll. 
---·--·--

22.8 

7.' 2 
11.4 
25. 9 
Sf\.6 
27. 
48. 
M. 
41. 
SS. 
80. 

1 
5 
s 
5 
1 
'} 

488, 722 404,210 1, 262, 2fi3 656, 849 Hi2, 680 283 
27,001 82, 597 26·11 fl74 72, 574 24, 009 •11 
6,826 6,589 25,885 12, 487 1,430 .. .......... irj 

13, 051 8,145 19, 49ll 9,027 7, 539 
66, 042 72, 102 206, OOG 11'1, 986 17, 860 ~8 
7'1, 104 mo, 711 401,450 340, 944 21, 270 7 

-- - -~- -- --
________ ,, _____ ., ·------· .. ··-·----------------····-·--·· .... ---~--~--~----· 

TABLE XOIX.-PER CENT OF ALL FARMS, JUNE 1, moo, 
IN SPECIFIED GROUI'S CLASSIFIED BY AREA, PRIN
OI:PAL SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PIWDUOTS OF 
1890 NO'l' FED TO LIVE S'l'OOK, AND TENUim, WHICH 
wm:m OPERATED BY WHITE FAitl\Urns, BY GEO
GR.APHIC DIVISIONS-Continued. 

B.-FARMS CLASSIFrnD BY l'RINCIPAL SOUHCI~ 01' INCOMI~. 

OllOUPS OF FARMS, 

Hay and grain .•..... 
Vegetables ........... 
irrnitA ................ 
Llvo stock ............ 
D1tiry produae ........ 
'.l'obacuo .............. 
Cotton ................ 
Rice .................. 
Sngnr ................. 
Flowers nnd plants .. 
Nursery prod nets ..... 
·rurn .................. 
Coffmi ................ 
Mlsccllu.ncous •....... 

GltoGJtAPHIC D!V.!SIONR. 

'rho 
United North South North Ronth 
Stntcs. Athtu- Atlnn- Ccn· Oen· 

tic. tie. tml. lrnl. 

05.5 90. fl 82.•l 99.2 119.fi 
89.1 99. 2 08.1 98.•J 70.9 
90.8 09. 5 88.5 98. 7 92. 7 
97.7 99. 7 90.3 99.4 9•1. 2 
98.5 99. 9 91. 9 99.6 89.0 
81. 7 90. 8 !i9.5 98.8 88, 7 
f)(). 7 fiO. 0 94. s 50. 9 
M.O · ioo:a· 25.4. 85. 9 
83.9 81. 0 98. 7 77.11 
99.6 99. 7 98.•1 100.0 99. 1l 
99. 6 99. •I 99.•J 100.0 99.!l 
8.2 ········ ......... ........ . ........ 35.4 . .. 77.'3" ........ 

00.9 9!). 7 98.8 RR. II 

AlllBlm 
West- nnd 
crn. Hn

wnll. 

95.·I 100.0 
90.8 1'1.5 
9!l.I\ 27.6 
97.3 88.2 
00.2 &I.I 

100.0 ..... ". ~ 
l. 0 

97.0 60.0 
97.5 ~ 0 0 .... 0 I. 

99.2 . ........ 8.2 
Sli, ·I 

90. 9 21 .. 1 

-··"·---~-· .. -·-·~·-- ·-·· ·---~---· ~-----------

C.-l~ARMS CLASSIFIED BY YALU!~ OF PRODUCTS 01' lRUU NO'l' FBI> TO 
UVE 8TOCK, 

---·--~--···------" ·----,.--,-------~------

$0 .................... 77.3 99. 4 61. 6 90.1 61.6 91.·1 86.8 
$1 nnd under $50 ...•. 67.l 98. 9 <H.4 94.5 61.8 81.4 20.3 
$50 and under $100 ... 76.0 99, 0 M.O 96.5 08.fl 00.2 2'2. 2 
$100 and under $250 .. 79. 7 99. 4 55.1 98.S 69.8 91'l.O 22.6 
$2o0 and under $500 .. 83.9 99. 7 71.5 99.S· 70.9 98.8 10.6 
$500 and under $1,000 . 92. 9 99. 8 83.1 99.7 78.8 98.ll 18.6 
$1,000 and un<Iei $2,500 98.1 99. 9 93.5 99.9 89.1 99.0 21.6 
,2,500 and over ....... 99,0 99. 9 97. 9 99.9 95. 7 98.6 82.6 

---------· .. -----·---- --·--·-·--~~ .. -
D.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY TENURE. 

ownerR ............... 94.4. 99. 7 85.2 
Pnrt owners .......... 93.2 09. 5 69, 5 
Owners 1tnd tenants .. 97.0 99. 9 92.0 
Manttgors ............ 96.9 99. 5 89.4 
Cflsh tcnm1ts ......... 63. •1 99. 6 41. 8 
Share tenants ........ 77.6 99. 7 59.-0 

' 

99. 
99. 
99. 

2 
s 
5 
1 
2 
l 

99,. 
99 •• 
99. 
... 

88.3 
83. 9 
93.2 
93.5 
40.2 
05,6 

90.2 40. 7 
98. 7 29.f> 
97.S ····.;n 99.4 
95.1 7.8 
98.8 10.4 
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In Alaska and Hawaii white farmers operated 22.8 
per cent of all farms. For farms of less than 3 !tcres 
their per cent was only 7.2, while for farms of over 
1,000 acres it was 80.2, increasing with the area with 
some degree of regularity. No such marked difference 
between lowest and highest are11s is shown in any other 
division, but every series of percentages shows an 
increase nearly as regular as that in Alaska and Hawaii, 
the figures being lowest for farms of less than 10 acres 
in the North Atlantic, South Atlantie, and Western 
divisions, and for those under 20 acres in tbli North 
Central and South Central divisions, while they are 
highest for the largest farms in all cases but one. 

Many of the farms with less than 3 acres reported 
from the South Atlantic states were fruit orchards in 
Florida, most of which were in the hands of the whites. 
Thi::> group includes also the small dairy and apiary 
farms, ilorists' establishments, and poultry farms, which 
were conducted by white farmers in larger proportion 
than were farms of from 10 to 20 acres-the area which 
so many negroes prefer for growing cotton". These 
factors explain the relatively high Jigures for white 
farmers in the group with less tlmn 3 1tcres in nll the 
divisions except the Westel'll, 1111cl Alaska imd I-faw1tii. 

The percentageR of section B, table xc1x1 for ilol•ists' 
establishments and nurseries, which 1tre nearly t1lw11ys 
under white management, nrc about the same in 1111 the 
geographic divisions. There is only a slight v11rif1tion 
in the per cent for .hay and gmin farms, as given in 
table x01x, while there 1ue great variations in farms 
deriving their principal income from sueh crops as 
tobacco, rice, cotton, vegetables, and fruits. Hay and 
gmin farms were lesH numerous in some sections than 
in others, but nearly everywhere were conducted 
mainly by white flmncrs, hence the Hmall varintion in 
the percenb1ges for these forms in the sevcml geo
graphic divisions. Cotton, on the other hitnd, waH 
produced in the 8outhern cliviflions vrry largely on 
fa1·ms under colored management. '.l'he white formers 
of the South operated only 11 smnll per cent of the cot
ton farms, while in Kansits 11nd Missouri, cotton-grow
ing states of the North Central division, there were but 
few negro farmers, so that the per cent of white farm
ers was little less for cotton farms than for other farms. 

In Hawaii, rice, ta1;0, and coffee were grown principally 
by Chinese, Japanese, and Hawaiians, hence the per 
cent of white farmers making those crop8 their prin
cipal source of income was quite low. The same ap
plies also to the growing of vegetables 11l1d fruits. 

For the Southern divisions the percentages of see
tion C, table XCIX, form a ne111'ly regular series, being 
lowest for forms with sma.11 incomes and highest for 
those with largest incomes, showing that the farmers 
of the white race largely control the most valuable 
farms and lc1we to other mces the citre of fm·111:-; 1dford-

ing scantier returns. The series for the North Atlantic, 
North Central, and Western divisions are equally sig
nificant, though not showing such wide variations as in 
the South. Haw11ii is exceptional, since it shows the 
litrgest per cent for farms with lowest income and the 
smallest for those with incomes of from $500 to $1,000. 

In the North Atlantic states, where nearly all the 
farmerH nre white, there could be but very slight varia
tions in the percentages for the white race its given in 
section D, table xmx. It is otherwise in Hawaii 
and in the Southern states. In the South Centml di
vision, the whites comprised 88.3 per cent of the owners, 
fl3.2 per cent of the owners and tenants, and 93.5 per 
cent of the managers, but only40.2per cent of the cash 
tenants and 65. G per cent of the share tenants. Similar 
variationH were shown in the South Atlantic division. 
In Hawaii the whites constituted 40. 7 per cent of the 
owners and 71.9 per cent of the managers, hut only 
10.4 per cent of the share tennnts and 7.8 per cent of 
the cash temtnts. 

T11ble o presents, by percentnges, the distribution of 
white former::; nmong the seveml groups of the four 
different classifications. 

'l'Am,1n C.-PER CENT OF THE NUMBER OF FARMS, JUNE 
1, moo, OPERATED BY WHITE FARMERS, IN SPECIFIED 
GIWUI>S OF FARMS CLASSIFIED BY .AREA, PnINCIPAI, 
SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PRODUC'.l'S OF 1899 
NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, AND TENURE, BY GJ<JO
GI~APHIC DIVISIONS. 

A.-l~ARl\lS CLASSIFIED BY AREA IN ACRES. 

GEOGRAPHIC DIVIBIONS. 

'l'hc 
GROUPS OF FA!tMS. United North south North Hou th Alaska 

Slates. Atlah- Atlan- Oen- Oen .. West- and 
tic. tic. tml. trnl. crn. Ha-

wail. 

--· -- _.,_, __ --·- --- --- ··--·-----
'l'otnl ........... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. () 100.0 100.0 100.0 

-- --·-··------- ._ _____ ------
Umlor3 ............... o. 7 1. 3 0.5 0, (i 0,4 2.4 6.9 
ii nnd nuder 10 .•..•••• 3.5 6.2 4.0 2,6 2.\) 6.1 15.7 
10 11.ncl under 20 ....... 5.7 7.6 6.9 8. ·i 7.9 7.1 18.4 
20 imrl nndor f>O ....... 18.3 17.•l 21.4 15. 4 23.2 18.8 19.8 
50 ttnd under 100 ...... 2•1.8 28.3 2•1.1 25. 7 23. 9 11.6 6.7 
100 11.ncl under 175 ..... 27.2 26,S 22, 7 80. 0 ·24. 8 29.0 0.1 
171innd under260 ..... 9.5 8,ol 0.9 11.0 7. 7 6.9 S,7 
260 and under 500 ..... 7.•l 3. 7 7.S 8.9 5, 8 18. 0 s.s 
liOO and under 1,000 ... 2.0 0.6 2,•1 L9 2.0 6.2 1.5 
1,000 111ul ovor ........ 0.9 o. 2 0.8 0.5 I. 4 4. 9 17.9 

·---·· 

B,-FARl\lS OLASSIJrrnn BY SOURCE OF INCOME. 

H11.y 11ml !!rttln .... • • • 2li, -I n:; --~~~~r---~~~f ·1 lli:-7---;,;·--;.; 
Vegetnbl~s ........... 2.8 ~ •. 5

9 
J.4 ·1.6 8.1 

Fmit~ ................ 1.0 _ 1.5 ll.!I ll.6 9.5 6.1 
L!veRtock ............ S0.7 21i.3 18.1 ·11.8 21.2 1!8,9 14.6 
Dairy produce........ 7.1 25, IJ 1. 6 fi. 0 2. 6 11. 7 4. 2 
Tobneeo ....... ....... 1,8 0.8 5.0 U. Ii 8.1 (1) ..... : .. 
Cotton................ l0.9 24.7 0.1 31.l ............... . 
Rice.................. 0.1 ........ 0,1 ........ 0.2 ........ 1.0 
Sugar ................. 0.1 \') (') 0.1 0,3 0.4 19.6 
FlmwrR ancl pl11nts... 0.1 0. 5 O. 1 0. 1 (1) 0.1 ...... .. 
Nurs('l')'prorlucts ..... (I) 0,1 (') (1) (1) 0.1 ..... .. 
'l'ltl'O.................. ........ ........ ........ ........ ........ ........ 0.9 
Coffee . .. ... ....... ... .. .. .... ........ .. .. •• .. .... • • .. .. . .. • .. •••••••. 34. 7 
l\l!sccll11neous ..... ,.. 19. 4 26. 3 2~. o 13. 1 22. 8 15. 5 9. 4 

1Lesll th1111 one-tenth of 1 per eent. 



c STArrrs'rros OF AG RIOUL'TURE. 

TABLlil 0.-PER OENT OF THE NUMBEU OF FARMS, JUNE 
1, 1900, OPERATED BY WHI'rE FARMERS, IN SPECIFIED 
GROUPS OF FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA, PRINCIPAL 
SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PRODUO'rS OF 1899 
NOT FiiiD TO LIVE STOCK, AND T.ENURE, BY GEO
GRAPHIC DIVISIONS-Continued. 

0.-FARMH CLASSIHim BY VAU!lC OJC l'RODU01'S OF 18~0 N01' ~'JW '.rO 
r,rvJC STOCK. 

OEOGRAPI!IC DIVISIONS, 

'l'ho 
Glll)UJ'R OJ' PAl\hlH. Unitetl North South Noith Houth Al1tHktL 

Stntes. Atlnn- Atlan· Con- Cen- ~:;.~:- i?<l 
tic. tic. tml. tml. ·w~~i. 

$() ..................... o.s O.il o.o 0. () 1.1 
$1 and 1mdor 1fl'l0 •••••• 2.8 1.8 B.2 1. fl 3.1 
$00 and mulcr $100 ... 4. 6 4.1 G.7 3 •) 6.1 
$100 tm<l nuder $250 .. 20.0 18.2 2H.'1 H.3 27. 3 
$2fiO an<l under 11noo •• 27. () 25.9 32.6 2il.1 83.2 
~'\00 aurl under $1,000. 2f>.8 1!7.9 rn,.1 30. 3 20.9 
$1,000 nml undor$'2,fi00 16,;1 18. 7 7. 7 23. 2 7.0 
$'l,600 and over ....... 3.1 3.1 1. 4 3. 8 l. 3 

~- --·~~~~-·--"-" 

ll.-IeARMS (1J,ASSIFI1W BY 'l'JrnURJC, 

Owners ............. .. 
Pnrt ownl'l'8 ......... . 
Owners 111111 Louants •• 
Mnnngors ........... .. 
<;:ash tenant~ ...••.••.• 
Slmro tenants ....... . 

f>U.8 
R.6 
1. 0 
1.2 
9.6 

1q, 9 

7~. '1 
•1.0 
0.9 
1.9 
9.8 

11. 0 

GO. 0 --·~;;;-- 5.t. '! 1-
,J. 9 12.1 -0.0 

o. 8 01 .• ~ 1. o I 1. 2 v • o. 8 
10. 7 9. Ii 9. 5 
22. ,1 111 .. 1 28. 8 

3.6 . 3, 7 
3. 7 3.8 
5.2 6.1 

16.3 23.2 
20 .. 2 lB.1 
21.ll 1'1. •1 rn.2 12.5 
10.5 18.2 

09.8 M.3 
10.2 7.9 
0.G ...... .. 
:l.2 17.7 
7.6 18.8 
9.1 1. 3 

'i\Thito farmers operated the g-reiitest relative number 
of very smti.11 forms in Alaska and Ilttwaii and the least 
in the South Central stuteR, the per cent of forms of 
less than B 1w1·es in the former being· G. D, 1tnd in the· 
latter only OA; for farms of 3 and under 10 itore:-i the 
highest per cent iR :found in Afaska ltnd Ifaw1di and the 
lowest in the North Central division, the two being 
15. 7 1iud 2.(l, respectively. For the avemge form of 
the United States, that :found in tho group of 100 to 
175 acres, the highest per cent was for tho North Central 
division fmd the lowest for Ala~ka and Hawaii, the :former 
being 30.0 and the latter 6.1. Alaska and Hawaii had 
the highest per cent of farms of largest nrea as it had 
also of farms of smallest area. It reported 17.9 per 
cent of the largest farms, while the '\Vestern division 
reported hut 4:.9 pei· cent. 

'l'he North Central states reported the greatest. per 
cent of bay and grain :farms, 36. 3, and Ah~ska and 
Hawaii tho least, 0.4. The same two divisions reported 
the maximum and minimum per cent of live stock 
farms, 41.8 nnd 14.6, respectively. 

The cultivation of vegetables as a principal source of 
income supported relatively more white farmeri,; in the 
North Atlantic states than elsowhere. 'l'he reh1tive 
importance of the trucking interest among white farmers 
in various portions of the eountry may bo observed by 
noting the following percentages for vegetable farm~: 
North Athmtic division, 6.5; Western, 4.G; Alaska and 
Hawaii, 3.1; South Atlantic, 3.0; North Central, 2.1; and 
South Central, 1.4. These percentages do not measure 
the actual relative importance of the industry among 

white farmers in the six divisions, hut rather the state 
of the development of the industry in those clivisions 
as compared with the development of other branches of 
:farming. 

The dairy industry was the principal source of income 
of 25.9 per cent of the white :farmers of the North At
lantic states, 11. 7 per cent of those in the Western, 5.0 
per cent of those in the North Central, 4:.2 per cent of 
those in Alaska aud Hawaii, 2.6 per cent of those in 
the South Central, and 1. 6 per cent of those in the South 
Atlantic states. Cotton was the principal source of 
income of the greater proportion of the :farmers of the 
South Atlantic and South Central states, and coffee, 
sugar, ~aro, and rice, of those of Alaska and Hawaii. 

The per cent of farms of white farmers with small 
income or no income, was lowest in the North Atlantic 
division and highest in the South Central and Western 
divisions and in Alaska and Hawaii. O:f the farmers 
of the North Atlantic division, 21.8 per cent reported 
:fin·m incomes of $1,000 and over. The corresponding 
percentages :for the other divisions were as follows: 
South Atlantic, 9.1; North Central, 27.0; South Cen
tral, 8.3; Western, 29.7; and Alaska and }fawaii, 30.7. 
The two Southern divisions, therefore, had much 
smaller reli1tive numbers of white farmers with htrge 
income. ' 

The largest per cent of white cash tennnt farmers was 
found in Alaska and Hawaii and the smallest in the West
ern states. In the former they constituted 18.8 per cent 
and in the latter 7. 6 per cent of all farms operated hy 
white farmers. The highest per cent of share tenants 
was reported from the South Central, and with the 
exception of Alaska and Hawaii, the highest per cent of 
cash tenants from theSouthAthmtic states. The highest 
per cent of white managers was found in the Hawaiian 
Islands, and the next highest in the Western states and 
territories. Part owners also were relatively numer
ous in the Western division and in Hawaii, but most 
numerous in the North Central states. 

Table OI presents, by geogrttphic divisions, the aver
age .area of farms of white farmers 0£ six specified 
tenures. 

TABLE CI.-A VERAGE AREA, IN ACRES, OF FARMS OF 
WHITE FARMERS OF DIFFERENT TENURES, JUNE 1, 
1900, BY GEOGRAPI~IO DIVISIONS. 

Own· 
GEOGRAPHIC DI- Own· Patt ers Mnnn- Cash Share 

A11f!Lrms. and ten· ten-VISIONS. ers. owners. ten· gers, ants. ants. 
ants. 

-"···-----------·- ---~-··- --------.----·-
'l'he United States 160.7 137.4 291.5 174.1 1, 547.3 18'1.4 106. 9 

----= -- --·· 
North Atlantic ....... 96.7 90.0 129.l 125.5 175.6 86.8 121.S 
South Atlantlo ....... 131. 7 146.9 126.1 171.7 400.8 109.l 86.6 
North Central. ..... ;. 14'1. 6 128.S 230. 7 177.9 453.0 123. 2 132. 9 
South Oentml. ....... 194.6 165.2 477. 7 171.2 5,274.9 159.9 68. 9 
Western .............. 395.8 213. 7 797.2 354. 7 3, 317. 2 878.2 316. 9 

Alaska and Hawaii .• 3,997.0 785.0 2,885.0 ~ ...... 18,840.9 8'1.1 M.l 



FARMS CLASSIFIED BY COLOR OR RACI~ OF FARMER. ci 

This table, by the variations in the average size of 
managed farms, calls attention to the differenee in the 
character of these farms in the various geographic 
divisions. In the North Atlantic division they !tl'e nearly 
all farms connected with public institutions, or the 
country homes of business men with offices in cities. 
Their average area in this division is not HO very much 
greater than that of the farms of ownen; or tenants, 
while in the Western states a1id in Ala;ilrn and Hawaii, 
where the operators of m1maged farms arc 'engaged in 
the keeping of live stock or in the production of sugar, 
managers control great areitl:l of land. 

lDxccpt in Ali1ska itncl Hawaii and in th11 Western divi
sion, the average area of far1rn; of cash tenantR does not 
gren.tly viwy from that of farms operated liy owner::;. As 
a rnle, the 11rcas of farms of all tenures were gr<:lllter in 
the South 11ncl West thM in the North mid Eiu;t. 

Table .rn presents, by iitateK 1111d torritoriol'J, the l':lta
ti::itics of the number of farms of white famrnrs t•lttssiiied 
by tenure, 111:-io the acreage, value, prodnet, and ex
penditnrcso:f fmc.h farms, with 1tvemge8 and pnrcm1h1ges. 
Tiible en preHents 11 snmnmry, by :-ifatt!,~s 1111cl. territories, 
of the samo factB for farmB of whitn fa1·mm·8 of 1111 
tnnures. 
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fi7,H'f7 1 tl:11 
rnu, H.~7, no~ 
fr..?,\l:l.:\Hta 
'.!.7.~101, 7~~· 
7,J,'711~,0H 

~K,fl:ll 1 tHi~ 
lif'1,H~fi. lli~ 

\.11,8:11, \l~H 
171,f~ll,\11)7 

7117,!1111,·ll\l 

tn,•>sti 
n~. :!:~~. r.11 

I 1.1'.- tl 11\ll $1. 

olll, :Ill\, 700 
nr., ·llH, trio 
.rn, ;10, uor. 
~i, Hl 'l, W'>O 
1:1.:~~1.ow 
:;~, :u,,, ur~ 

:1:lf•1 J.Hi. mo 
\l:!,ll:~l,:llXl 

t.i 1, t2!?, :mo 

7\l:\, 1K7, 2UO 

·.!'ii k\l7' 7fi0 
11:;, MH, li:lll 

\I, ·l~;J,\1:10 
IXtl, 1!1:1,:17(1 
ta:\, 71 fi, ·HO 
1~'..!, 7fi,1 1 lHO 
litl, lH !1, H70 

Hlii, \l\lfi, 780 
~·;;1~1 .. 1~0 

1·. k'1'J,t~"':i,t1oa 

Hll,lllt,i:IO 
li"f1 1 1'lrtt}1 ·l!!O 1 

l ~ T1l L f):.!fi, ~HO 
·l:!~,.110,.rnu 

r.:!\l, 7r1:!,ti\Hl 
rn111, natl, :1Xo 

t.~VHi1 t7n,a7o 
i;H\1 0 lil·l.li\1:1 
17;1, !HK.I, ·IHll 
lllil, \Hiil, 7\KI 
·Jllf'i, Ul:l,'ilill 
i1';..>\I, !!7H1 '..!70 

l,·lfl?,Kr~l,1111!\ 

~a:1, ~;\ 870 
1/\:\ o.·>H, ittlO 
ii, OX7, 7nl 
ti\!, Xlll, Olli 
,1.;:~. (l:.!U, ::so 

i1.1l 1 ot1H 1 'JO:.! 
1011, Xll'i, 7M 
:II, lf'it, l\JO 
ll~.H:l,7ill 

1, IJ.l,f•\ll,li:\fl 

r1>.?, ~fln, 110 
~:I, ·llll, liliO 
\Ml.~:H,72:l 

H\,\).l7,r.t9 
10, 7111, !HO 
au, u.rn. o;o 
l:l1 !!01, flOO 
:M, 7tl0, .Jill 
ll~,021i,fill0 

u2, ~mn, 700 
f>:!•J, 7ti!l,Oi>O 

072, 2·10, 105 

.J7, lll3, OfiO 
!M, 020, 200 
H7, ~H7, litn I 
11,oor., :no 
11,!\llll,IHO 

+t,uoa,1110 
:lllil,'1-tr>,000 

118, Sf>ll, 500 
:tl2,Ml,\IM 

~70, 774, t~IO 

10, 110·1, O·IO 
r12,11a,}1:.?o 
1,rit\7,Mll 

nn. ,rn2, !lHO ! 
mt,H\12, l\7(1 
•17,nax, mm 
21, ~1a, :mo 
a11,oaa, 100 
K,ll:lU,IHll 

~lH, H7K, lt!O 
1r~1, HOil, 'lW 
:.!5L t~7, :nu 
Jr>ii,tHO, llll 
lr>ll,·lH!l,f>70 
110.1~8, ~2i°l 

!!·JO, HUU, 7an 
H7,tiH,li:lll 
~,'..!·J.1,UlO 

ao, nnn, lHO 
llO,!llH,\lliO 

110, U70, H'tl 

:Ui7, ll~·l, l\l!H 

KU, Hl:l,'1~0 
nu, r>1rJ, noo 
'..!H,l\17 1 17~ 
~m,1111,~mo 

!.!i,81~, ~(ill 

11:1,0li!l,K~l 

rn, arn,IHri 
fi,:1711.~ll 

:ll\ Hr,K, ~70 

rnn.~ 1 ·H1l 

U,:.!;n.u:m 
a,frtt,:mu 

lfi, U~:.!. 11~ 
H,f~l7, 7:-t:l 
!?,:.!:!f., iHU 

10,011, ·170 
2, a!!9, ,ir>1.1 
n, 100, mu 

10, 087, 110 
19, 105, 204 
7li,HU\l, 100 

12, HOO 
:I, Oil\, !JlO 

152,[)fi(l,IJ'.lO 

11,HOl, 210 
fi, 11l2, 2-JO 
7 t f137' OilO 
H,H!U,IJ'~O 

!, 2lili, \l'lO 
•l, O·IO, 700 

M,001,li70 
ll,~7il,·l80 

l\ll,H!'~l. 7:.!0 

.17,.120, HllO 

2. 077, ~80 
8, :.!7U,iWU 

l~ll. 27tl 
H, 117U, 7till 
fi,O!K,li70 
l\,IJ.l,ll:IO 
f1, 037, (KlO 
81 llU, UllO 
I, illl7, ·lllO 

an, 2tM, a7o 
'.!7, 21iK1 700 
.Jl,HIJO,UOO 
2H, 7~:J, UUO 
~m. Hlri,120 
no,or~,uno 

r,1,rni1.~ao 

~.a.~2,ltm 

I:!, Ol:!,(KKI 
11, Qliti, ilitl 
21, tKH, lltKI 
~~1. ar~1. ow 

lH, llOl,OIXI 

H,lHll,0\10 
l:l1 Uti:.? 1 !?HO 
u, 7-17,tmo 
n, ~r.~. H:lll 

!!7,0llii,00() 
:.!7,UiH,l:.?ft I 
n.mu,o:m 
a, J.HI, ~liO 
7, r10H1 ~IMJ 

:1, 5\l'J,·IUll 
l,lltM,fllil 
•t, 7-IO, l7fl 
I, OU·l. li70 

liU:!, 830 
~. !»13, \1110 

87R, UGO 
B, Hi7,810 
O, H2, 770 
6,itrm,fi4fi 

21,0f>4,~il0 

690 
11, 37~,640 

310, 951, 284. 
-~··"-~·~-

1.7, 10!!, ll&l 
10,552, 006 
17,835, 51!7 
15, 781, 60'2 
2,588, 659 

10, 915, 180 
121\, !l&l, 111 
17,515,802 

llYJ, ~'7·1, li33 

ll, 9~13, 703 
IV, 80·1, OU> 

l\!3, O'l-1 
:ll!,411,.ir.1 
30,·li>!l,lM 
!!ll,:l·lH, 8\IB 
rn, 7~\ u11 
21, rim, srn 
(l,~25, 381 

12r., 4Ua, usa 
ltlll, ~'00. ij.J2 
1113,.J.ll,8.'>6 

78, Rlll, 032 
Ull, 227, 48-1 
!IX, Uil, 623 

278, 710, 339 
lfiU,filO, 111 
41,Mi,202 
U;\, 7·10,039 

]1tfl, ~.!.~, 427 
l\lO,:IOi,liW 

i>iil, •H17, li67 

7~,our.,oH 

nn~ 0:17 ~ 009 
2tl, !l2R, ll10 
211,lti2,·133 
~~' 077' Ofh~ 

!!:n,rno,s-11> 
n:i1~71 a~w 
:12,81lll,8lll 
:n, •JIO, 24\1 

fll,trn,.111 
:19, OUJ, 301 
·JU, D30, 298 
:U,~M!i 1 rtSO 
H,10>1,470 
21,807,f>H 
12, 121, 4[18 
21, ow, 7S.~ 
2Lf17fi,540 
3il,7M,4"8 
116, 888, 00\l 

2, 190 
1,s11, 10r. 

' i 
I 



FARMS CLASSIJJ'IED BY COLOR OR RACE OF FARMER. 

FARM PROPERTY, VALUE OF PRODUCTS, AND EXPENDITURES FOR LABOR AND FERTILIZERS, WITH AVERAGES, 
TERRITORIES. · 

-·· .. 

VALUE OF PRODUCTS, 1899, EXPENOITUREB, 1899, .A.VERAGI!~ VAI,UEB PER FARM. 

Farm property, June 1, 1900. 

Per 
cent Land not 

Total, Fed to live Not fed to fed, to Labor. Fert!llzers. andim- Imple-stock. live stock. prove-value Total. men ts Build- men ts Live 
of prop· lngs. and mu- stock. 

crty. ('£~1~~ chinery. 
ings). 

·--·----· --- ---~ -----
~1-1. 471, 019, 160 $9•17, 625, 024 $8, 528, 394, 136 17. 7 $354, 661i, li40 $49, 099, 989 &l,016 $2,567 $701 $149 $599 

--· -=-~::-..:;;~ ===:::=::-;;;:-::::::~= ------= ---··--
665, 287' 700 171, 670, 41i0 493, 617, 250 16. 8 71, 104, 860 15,610, 835 4, 361 2,221 l, 440 226 474 

--··-··--.. ·-- ---------~ ·---- ----· ----------
q7, lO•J, 376 9,846,460 27, 257, 925 22.3 2,666,870 819, 560 2,065 883 795 148 289 
:ll, !)26, 218 6, 009,860 lli, 916, 358 18.li 2,304, 290 307, 890 2,\l2S 1,211 1, 181 176 360 
SS,666, 362 11, 572, 230 21, 984, 132 20.3 3, 132,460 446, 975 3,275 1,383 1, 125 .228 589 
42, 248, 12·1 8,255, 200 SS, 9871924 18.6 7,•J81, 500 1,819, 600 4,851 2,308 1,888 23u 420 
01s22, 77'1 967, 920 5, SM, 81i4 19.9 1, 030, 510 268, 070 4, 922 2,447 1, 770 232 473 

28,230,228 6, 109, 790 22,0GO, 438 19.5 4, 097, 610 l, 076, 190 •l,218 1,9•19 1, 673 18•1 407 
24.4' 888, 090 63, 321, •180 181, 563, 610 17.0 27, 076, 290 4, 487, 200 4, 727 2,486 1,489 248 561i 
43, 40•1, 239 8, 550, 080 34,853, 2i9 18.5 6, 693, 900 2, 152, 200 5,514 2,716 2,015 271 512 

207' 612, 290 l\G, 973, 560 150, 688, 730 1'1.4 16, 621, 430 4,678, 160 4, 693 2,067 l,•141 228 ,157 

377, 826, 532 53, 625, 340 32•1, 201, 192 25.1 33, 403, MO 18,07S, 890 1, 917 1,178 416 70 253 
~"· ·-·----·····-·-· ·-··-·~- .. ~.~---- ---- ---·-- -~---- ------

8, 9-15,887 1,818,550 7, 127, 337 18.1 1, O·rn, 510 519, 710 4, 431 2,582 1,168 23'1 4ol7 
41, 826, 219 8,409, 750 as, •Jto, •16!l 17,0 5, 502, 360 2, 502, 260 4,890 2,870 1,31'1 206 49'1 

852,001 231 950 828, 051 7.•1 195,220 22,0HO 411, 5G7 37,397 0,181 501 •188 
70, 601, 74fi 11, 69'1,440 6•1, 967, 30f> 21. 7 7, 300,350 3, 2ti7, 600 2,430 1, 513 5:12 7a 312 
44, 568, 969 8, 127,fi30 36,441,439 17. 9 2, 038,840 403,010 2,20<l l,·J51 308 M 331 
74, S09, 790 8, 727, 330 65, 582, •J60 32.0 •J, 939, 200 3, 03'1, 310 1, 207 72ll 281 ·18 lf>f) 
41, 076, 870 3, 806, 070 37,870, 200 34.6 •l,8\J-0, 730 2, 989,860 1,5ll7 mx; ao.i 72 mu 
7•J, 360, 680 9, s91, :130 64, 969, 3f>G 30.2 6,031, 060 4,0M,010 1, 266 7'J7 208 67 rn4 
14, 02a 1 nm 1,G2ii, 790 12, 997, 975 27.•l 1,334,670 680, 990 1, 739 994 3~N 61 SGO 

2, 353, 38G, lllO 567, 137, MO 1, 786, 247, 600 15.6 143,0H,Qo!O 7' 257, •105 5,263 3,598 777 167 721 
------~·--· ·····~ . .-~- -----·--~--" _,,~ -- -----------

200,081, 99tl 56, 053, 0110 200, 028, 956 Hi. 7 H,•J50, 760 2, 686, 8'JO 4, 348 2, 963 796 132 457 
203, 9·1'1, 690 48, 362, 680 rnri, fi82, om rn. 9 9,663,800 1, 549, 850 4,421 3,106 697 123 495 
345, 006, 801 81, 701, 810 203, 2f>f>1 051 1:1.2 22,118,lolO 830,2·10 7,1118 5, 755 956 171 736 
140,18•J,951 36,673, 110 109, 511,8'11 10.9 10, 608,100 402,rno s,.101 2,088 78•J l•J2 390 
107' 341, 623 111, 552, fif>O 115, 789, 073 H.3 10,465, 080 20-1, 290 •1, 789 3,130 919 172 568 
161,089,81'1 33, 22·1, 110 127' ~65, 704 lG.2 rn, 600, 010 200, 770 5, !Oil :i. tl21 714 195 576 
36fi, 2·17' 188 101, oar,, 280 2m1, 261, oos 14 .. l l!l, BG8, 120 3:!7, 100 8,028 fl, fiOO l,OM 254 1,220 
217, 460, 8·10 fi7,lil2,fi20 lr.9, 948, 320 10.il 0, 7:l0, 000 3!lR, 790 3,(i(i2 2,.11H fi27 101 570 

(\3, U62,4H 10, 210,420 fi3, 7•12, 004 21.2 U, 200, 170 13,8fi5 ri, 7ti9 a, 0::12 574 317 9·lG 
G51Ma,cmu l:l, 2G3, 900 52, 279, 709 17. 0 f>, 512, 780 12, U20 51 7r)1 3, 058 l)l);l 236 l,2fi·1 

162, nSfi, 876 37, OOf>, 010 12•1, 500, 8tlll 16. 7 7, HOil, 710 153,080 !l,HH 4, 009 7f>1 206 1, 198 
208, 985, 202 4H,5H,MO mo, 391, 102 18. 7 10, 7•H,3f>O 207,520 1),022 3,0Ul IHH 172 1, 111 

,• 

722, 677, 119 107' 8·J6, 090 614, 831, 023 2•J. 7 •14, 4ll2, 525 5, 77\l,490 2,Q{\5 1,208 305 95 4fi7 
. ' - --~--·--.. --_,_ . -· ·--- ---- -~--~---- --- ------- ~--.-----

110, 71i5, 665 20, 6'18,800 9o, mo, sori 21. 5 6, •190, 2•10 802,400 2,059 1, 270 399 67 323 
95, 075, 640 17,009,000 78, OGG, MO 24.8 4, •180, 700 858, 2•10 1, 6'J9 970 312 7B 294 
51, G81, GM 7, 300, 180 M,ll7fi,·12·1 ·11.0 8, 119, 230 2, Ofifi, 460 1,02fi [1f)l ~HJ 52 20<1 
fl0~41}3J 958 7,275,890 •13, 218, 068 30. 7 \!,580, 31i0 7113, 920 1,278 IHU 277 68 28'1 
f>l,Of>9, 682 4, 713, 2•JO •ltl, 9,16,·J.12 2U.2 10,030, 570 998,180 2, 776 l, 11115 •181 ·JGS !182 

215, 434, 934 27,6-19, 980 187' 784' \)5-1 20.7 11, 710,105 111, 52G 3, 161 1,933 :l25 97 806 
44,159,486 7, 90-l, 730 30, fl5·1, 750 20.3 2, 329,600 ············ 3,032 1,800 224 108 900 
22,437, 260 a, GUO, Q.10 18, 7'10, 020 25.8 1,075, 820 ············ 2,0-17 879 ir.2 89 927 
61,078,890 11, M7,630 50, 031, 260 34.0 2, 621, GlO 1'16,.170 1, 118 G26 196 f>7 239 

332, 224, 050 ·17, !Mfi, 148 28'1,878, 902 Hl.8 f>5,36fJ,16'l 1,05·1,0JO 7,221 ·1, 746 708 222 1,5'11) 
···-----··-· ····--- --~--- ----- --~·-------···- ------ ---· ----- --- ~·---" 

28,315, 987 ·1, 984, GUO 23, 331, 2U7 20.0 51037, 240 s,cmo 8, 900 4, 007 711 275 S, 057 
11, 896, llf> l, OH, 370 9,901,7-'15 14.8 2, 014, 980 12, 700 11, 378 3,952 f>9-1 230 G,602 
33, 012, 70G il, 175, 830 211,836,876 16. 7 4, 099, 305 22, 925 6, li33 3,66•1 !149 193 2,027 

9, 995, 755 1, 001, 170 H, 99'1, 585 17.0 1, 9•17, 300 2,880 •l,860 1,556 32G 100 2,878 
6, 732, 454 790, 963 5, 911, •191 21. a 1, 131, 480 2, 921 6, 966 2,6911 556 173 3, 5·l8 

16,440,Hl 2, 9·18, °'10 13,.rn2, 101 lK.O 1,833, 130 H,aoo 3, 906 2,087 554 152 I, 113 
6, 722, 087 1, 560,010 Ii, 162, 077 18.1 1, 379, 590 ··········-· H,188 6,5l15 1, 158 437 6,028 

17, 784, 325 3, 315, 34'1 14,468, 081 22. 0 2, 200, t1Q5 U,fi80 3, 892 2,060 397 187 1,2·18 
34, 324,685 5,064, 180 29, 260, 505 20. G 

0

5, 220, lliiO 28,fi35 ·l, .J17 3,0li3 501 191 672 
37, 854, 949 6, 158,Ml 31,01!6, 408 18.5 4, 790, 06'1 26, 775 ·1,861 3,181 541 183 956 

129, 14'1,846 18,402,010 115, 7•12, 836 H.7 25, 101, 710 924, 750 11, 108 8, 779 1,081 297 943 

8, 048 •JSO 7, om ~8.6 825 ............. 1, 307 (') 1, 067 57 183 
19,610, li51 ····-········· 19, 610, f15l 28. 7 7, 284, 586 1, 32·1, 297 134, 064 102,002 6,MB 22,3'13 3,676 

----~----·---~·----- --,.··---·---~-- ' ----
'No titles to Jund. 

Aver-

Products, 1899. v~f~e 
per 

acre of 
prod-

ucts of 
1899not 

Not fed 
'.l'otal. to live 

fed. 

stock. 

---- --
$900 $709 $4.41 

----- ---
985 731- 7.56 

-- --- ---
626 •160 4.83 
748 543 4.41 

1,014 664 4,65 
1,123 904 10.82 
1,156 979 11.81 
1,0li2 822 9.66 
1,08'1 804 8.03 
1, 270 1,020 12.85 

928 673 7. 79 

li61 481 3,60 
-··--- ---
1,009 804 7,0S 
1.0'11 832 6.97 
3, 883 S,288 101. 29 

623 528 S.67 
43,1 396 8.43 
•138 386 8.31 
596 541 3. 72 
52·1 458 8.ll 
536 476 3.56 

1,080 820 5.67 
-~--- --

938 729 8.20 
92•1 705 7.21 

1,81'J 1,003 8.05 
723 M2 6.25 
930 684 5,85 

l,OH 829 •J.88 
1,599 1, 153 7.62 

777 fi71 •l.H 
l,•lM 1, 222 3.·19 
l,~00 1, 0:!\) 2.01 
1,3·12 l,ll2H 4.17 
1, 220 \Kl7 3.87 

599 filO 2.62 
--·--·-· --- ~-~----

mm '144 4,.60 
•198 409 4.15 
·178 421 3.'11 
fi.18 469 3.60 
89·1 812 5.39 
752 G55 1. M 
7119 61G 2,<10 
633 529 3.17 
·108 380 3. 49 

l,•Jl5 1,21<1 3.00 
-·---- ---
2,171 1, 789 l. ll8 
2,00~ 1,681 l.23 
1,3.Jl 1,090 2. 8·1 

918 826 l. 78 
l ,681 1,483 3.U 

859 705 S.29 
3, 3•J3 2,5&7 2.02 
1,051 8fi7 •J.67 
1, 069 911 3.49 
1,073 898 3.21 
1,821 1,682 4.M 

671 635 47. 91 
38,528 38,528 9.112 
I -.----

.A.VERAQE 
EXPEND!· 
~'URESPER 
F.A.RM, 1899, 

Labor. 

--
$71 

= 
105 --4[> 
79 
95 

199 
188 
153 
120 
196 
74 

50 
·--

118 
188 
775 

60 
22 
29 
70 
48 
4.9 

66 --
53 
M 
8'J 
53 
62 

108 
72 
sr; 

2on 
108 

(\1 

(13 

37 
---

29 
2·1 
2'1 
28 

171 
41 
39 
80 
20 

236 
---

886 
•142 
166 
179 
282 

Oll 
686 
131 
163 
1311 
3iH 

69 
ll,312 

__ .,,._ 

Fer-
tlllz· 
ere. 

--
810 

--
23 --
14 
1S 
14 
35 
48 
40 
20 
68 
21 

27 --
59 
62 
88 
27 
4 

21 
43 
29 
25 

8 --
10 
7 
3 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 

(I) 
(')_ 

1 
2 

fl 
-

·1 
4 

16 
8 

17 
(I) 

1 

2 

3 
4 
5 

8 
9 
0 
1 

1 
1 

1 

1 
1 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
0 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 

2 

2 
2 
2 
2 

2 

28 
4 
5 
6 
'1 

2 
3 

28 
9 
0 

3 
w 2 

3 3 
3• 

3 5 

3 
3 
3. 
8 
4 
4 

0 
7 
H 
9 
0 
1 
2 

48 
••..•• 4 
. ~ .... 

1 « 
4. ·1 

--· 
(I) 4 

2 4 
1 4 

(I) •l 
I 0 
1 5 

5 

6 
7 
8 
9 
0 
1 
2 
3 

54 

...... 5 
1 
1 
1 

13 

5 

5 
5 
5 
6 

······ 6 7 
58 2,602 

··~·--



civ STATIS1'IOS OF AGRICULTURE. 

Of the farms of white farme1·s, those in the North 
Central states had the greatest per cent of improved 
land. In that division the improved land constituted 
70.3 per cent of the 1uea of 1111 farm land, varying from 
56.7 per cent in Wisconsin"to 86.5 per cent in Iowa. 

The South Atlantic division reported for white 
:farqiers 42.0 pe1· cent of improved land. Outside of 
the District of Columbia, the highest proportion was 
found in Delaware and Maryland, with 71.0 and 68.3 
per cent, respectively; and the lowest proportion was 
reported by South Carolina 1md Florida, with 34.4 and 
29.9 per cent, respectively. 

In the vVestern division the per cent of improved 
land was 28. 9 and in the South Central 28.0. In the 
Western division the stn,tes with the highest per cent of 
improved lands for farms of white farmers were 
Idaho and California, with 44.4 and 41.5, respectively. 
The lowest in thu.t division were New Mexico and 
Wyoming, 'vith 6.0 and ·9,3 }Jer cent, respMtively. 
In the South Central division Kentucky and Tennessee, 
with 62.2 and 40.0 per cent, respectively, were hi~h
est, nnd Mississippi and Texas, with 31.2 and 14.1 per 
cent, respectively, were lowest. In Hawaii the im
proved l!wcl constituted only 12. l pPr cent of the n.rea 
of n.11 farms of white farmers. 

In the North Atl[l,ntic, North Central, ancl Western 
states the totnl and iwcmge values per fn,rm and per am·c 
for farms of' white farmers varied but little from those 
for all farms. The discus::iion of the same subjoets for 
the South Atlantic and South Central stn.tes can be con
<hicted to grettter advantage when eomptnisons in·c 
maclc between the white and negro races, which is done 
in connection with fable ovu, giving for the ncgro race 
factH which correspond with those presented for whites 
in table cu. 

NUMBER AND CHAitAO'rJCR 01!' !<'ARMS OPEHA'.l'BD BY 

NEGRO FARMERS. 

Table 14 gives, by states. and territories, the statis
tics of the farms of col~red farmers, classified by ten
ure. The percentages and avcmges given represent, 
for the Southern states, the agricultural operations of 
the negroes, since in that section they constitute almost 
all of the colored farmers. Conditions are quite differ
ent in the states which have a large relative number of 
farmers of other colored races. Table cm shows the 

number of farms operated by negro fflrme1s in the 
United States, June 1, 1900, classified by aren,, character, 
amount of income, and by tenure, by geographie divi
sions. Table 01v gives the per cent of farms in the 
various groups and subgroups opernted by negroes. 

TABLE CIII.-NUMBER OF FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, OPERATED 
BY NEGRO FARMERS, IN SPECIFIED GROUPS OF FARMS 
CLASSIFIED BY AREA, PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, 
VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, 
AND Tli:NURE, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

A.-FARMS CLASSIFrnD BY AREA IN ACRES. 

GEOGRAPIIIC DIVISIONS, 

'l'ho 
GRO\JPS OF FARMR. ~~:ffg~ , North South North South Wt>•l· Aln~kn 

" I At· At· Oen· Ccn· ·· nnd 
~ant~~ !antic. ~l-~1::~~ ~-~~:\Villi 

'l'otal. ............ 746, 717 1, 761 287, 933 12, 21if> 44,1, 429 ail7 2 

Under 3 . • .. • • • . . • . . • . • . 4, 4•18 
3 ttncl under 10......... 50, 833 
10 and nuder 20 ........ 119, 710 
20and under 50 ........ 343,173 
£10 tmcl under 100 ••••••• 134, 228 
100 an cl under 17&... ... G!i, 582 
175 nnd llll\ler 200.,.... 10, 535 
200 and under 500...... 8, 715 
500 and under 1,000 • . . . 2, 007 
1,000 and over..... . . . • . 486 

50 2,850 
858 27, 270 
303 40, 410, 
•183 120, 979 
849 5'1, 192 
195 28, 05(} 

55 8, 301 
15 4, 086 
a 1, 055 

228 

167 1, 308 
1,192 21,985 
1, 616 77, 301 
4, 422 217, 301 
2, Ool 77, 00,1 
1, 512 Bli, 184 

B79 7, 779 
251 •1, aa2 

4'l 889 
15 2:11l 

13 ....... . 
26 2 
2·1 ...... .. 
:IH ...... .. 
32 ....... . 

iao ...... . 
21 ....... . 
2[i ...... .. 
lG ....... . 
7 , ....... . 

B.-FARMS CI,ARSIFIJm BY PRINCIPAJ, smrnrm OJ•' INcmrn. 

Hay iind gmln......... lil, 170 
VegctnblaB.... ... .... .. lo, 526 
Fruit<!.................. 2, 191 
Live Rtock .. .. . .. .. . • . . 30, 922 
Dalryproduee... ....... 5, 142 
'.l'ohrwco................ 19, 4fi.1 
Cotton ........... n·-~-· .. ·· 526,225 
nice................... 2, 132 
Sugar • • .. • .. .. .. • .. .. . . l, 084 
FlowerHund plants..... 19 
Nurse1y products...... 7 
'fnro ................... l 
Mlscelhmeons ..• ,...... 02, &H 

'l43 2f>, 562 4, 38\l 20, 892 HI 
2a1 9, 518 022 Ii, oos :n ....... . 

59 1, 29a 205 fiti~ Hi ....... . 
437 13, 000 3, 845 13, f>86 IQ.I ...... .. 
201 947 3fi3 B, GOO 'll ....... . 

13 14, 501i 120 ·l, 7·17 .............. . 
.... ~ .. 166,140 12n 3r,u,tma ................... ~ 

1,722 ··••···· '110 .............. . 

.... io· 56 ..... ~~- i,01~ 2 ....... : 
3 1 ........ 2 1 ....... . 

....... ........ ........ ........ ....... 1 
508 55, 117 2, 520 M, 6'11 flH ...... .. 

·~------~·-------~---~---------·--·--.,·-·-

C.-liARM8 CLASSIFIED BY VAJ,UE OF PRODUCTS 01<' 1899 NOT FIW TO 
LIVE STOCK. 

--·---- ---
$() ...................... 10, 879 12 2,420 138 7 
Sl and under $1i0 •..•••• 50, 79'1 95 27, 170 792 22 
$50 and under SlOO ..... 73,015 213 38, 329 1, 044 32 
SlOO and under $2<>0 •••• 2'17,478 598 102, 225 '!,lGO 1'10 
5250 and under $500 .... 254,490 ,132 87, 552 8,190 lti3 
S500 ancl under $1,000 .. 95, 500 270 26,498 1,690 66 
Sl,000 and under $2,500. 14, 220 127 8,538 653 g 
$2,500 and over ......... 835 14 201 70 

'792 17 
'709 28 
,898 :n "'""'i ,39'1 91 
,233 74 
,990 61 1 
,807 35 
540 10 

D.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY 'l'ENURE. 

Owners ................ ~56,372 1,031 09,0'11 5,078 80, 386 23<1 
Part owners ...... ' ....• 29, 950 113 14, 266 1, 766 18, 789 22 
Owners and tenant~ ... 1,471 6 482 128 85'1 1 
Manflgcrs .............. 1, 744 67 960 109 595 7 
CllSh ten an ts ........... 278,560 3°'1 100,523 1, 708 170, 999 ~li 
Share tenants .......... 283, 614 240 102, 055 8,466 177,806 ·17 

2 

--
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TABLE OIV.-PER CENT OF ALL FARMS, ·JUNE 1 1900 IN 
SPECIFIED GROUPS OF FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA I 
PRINCIPAI, SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PRODUCTS 

. 01<' 1890 NOT FED TO LIVI~ STOCK, AND TENURE, WHICH 
WERE OPERATED BY NEGRO FARMERS, BY GEO
GRAl'HIO DIVISIONS. 

A.-IrARMS CLASSIFIED BY ARBA IN ACHES. 

======·-=·-=·-----=-=,,-============= 
GEOGRAPHIO DIVISIONS. 

Tho ··· - ···----···----~----
GROUPS OF FARMS, United 

Stl\tos North South North South West Alaska 
' Atltm· Atlnn- Oen- Cen- cril · nnd 

tic. tic. tml, tml. · Hawnii. 

All fllrms ......... 13.0 0.3 29.U 0.6 26. 8 o. 2 0.1 
=-===:::::..'"= -- ----·····-- ;;;:;....-==::::,;. === ~n-~-----

U11dcr8 ................ 1(), 6 0.6 46.0 l.S 20.2 o. 2 "'"-0:3 S nn<l under 10 ......... 22.'1 0.8 l\O, 2 2. 0 87. 8 0.2 
10 nm1 under 20 •••..•.. w. 4 0. G 16. G 2.1 4•1.6 0.1 ........... 
20 tm<l unc1cr fiO ........ 27. 3 0.4 4fl.6 1.3 43. 6 0.1 ········ r)o l\Ud Ull<1Cr100 ••..... 9.f\ 0.2 25.0 0.1 21.0 0.1 .......... 
100 nnd under 17fi ...... •J. 7 0.1 15.8 0.2 10. 7 0.2 ........... 
170 and under 260 ..•... ·a. ·1 0.1 11.1 0.2 7. 7 0.1 
260 mul 11 ncler fiOO ..••.. 2.3 0.1 7. 7 0.1 r1. s 0.1 ........... 
500 an<l umler 1,000 ...•• :.!.O 0.1 0.1 0.1 a.o 0.1 ......... 
1,000 nnd over .......... 1.1 a.u 0.1 l.•I 0.1 ......... 
----·--··-·-- -. ---·-·,...-·-·~-·._-.. ----- ···--·---

ll.-1rAitMR CLASsmrnD l!Y PJUNCIPAI, HOlllWl~ 01' INCOMR 

Il!iy au:1gr::~;~ ........ ~~-;,;-I --~~~---;,-;,--:.~ 0,3 0.1 ••....•. 
VcgcL111>!1•R ............. io.o o.7 <ll.7 i.a 22.s o.a ...... .. 
FrnH.s .................. 2.7 o.a 11.ri I.2 7.o <>.1 ...... .. 
Uvo ~tm•k.............. 2.0 I o.a u.o 11,.1 f>.O o '' ....... . 
Dnlrn1rofltw1•.......... i .. 1 0.1 H. 1 o. a lll.ll o. 2 ....... . 
Tobneoo................ lH. a I II. 2 ao. fl l. 2 11. H .............. . 
Cotton.................. ·l\l.l I . .. .. . .. ·!U. 9 ri, o 48, \I ............. .. 
Uko.................... 117.a ........ 7'1.ll ........ 1'1.1 ...... . 
811gn1·................... H.8 ........ 18.7 l.3 22.0 O.li 
PIOWt•rH lUltl plant"..... 0.4 0.11 1. (l .. • • .. .. 0. 7 (), (i ...... .. 
NnrBern:irmlnt1tH....... 0,.1 o. !i o. n .. .. .. . . u. 7 O.·l ...... .. 
TtLro.................... ll.2 ........ ........ ........ ....... U.2 
Mlseel.lnnomrn.......... R. 8 O. 2 22. Ii o. \I 11. 2 0.1 ........ 

c.-l'A!lMS Cl,ASHilrmn llY VALUB OF I'R.ODUC'rS 01r 1899 NOT ]1]£0 'l'O 

80 ...................... . 
Sl 1tnrl 11nrlcr $00 ...... . 
llliO nml 1m<lc1r $100 ..••• 
8100 mul 1m<ler s2rio .... 
8250 nml under f500 ..•. 
SfiOO nrnl nnrkr $1,000 ••• 
$1,000 1tncl 1m<1cr fi,r.oo . 
$2,500 [llHl OV<'r. • ., ..... 

r,rvg S'l'OCK. 

19.4 o. r. 88.:l 1.0 
so.a u. 7 rm.ll 2.•l 
23.U O.H 4fi.8 2.1 
19.U ll.fl 3-1.8 l, 3 
1n.o o. '..! 28.4 0.11 

10.U 0.3 
0,5 0.1 
2. l 0.1 

------·~----

o.u u.2.

1 

1. 7 0.1 
O.f1 O.l 

·--.. ----

35.9 
37.0 
30.8 
29.8 
28.9 
20.n 
10.a 
a.a 

·-----··-··· 

ll.-trARMS ()T,ASSIFIJW lW 'l'Jrnum~. 

----~·-~ 

Owners................. 5.0 
Part ownerR............ 6. 7 

0.2 • 14. 7 0 .. 1 10.8 
ll.4 80,4 o. 7 16.0 

Owners n11(1 tennntH.... 2.1:\ 0.1 8,0 o.ri 0 .. 1 
Mn1u1gers......... .. . . . . 2. 9 
C11>1h te1rnnts . . . . • . • . • • . sn. S 

0.6 10.6 0.6 0.2 
0.5 58.2 0.8 59.8 

8harc tonnnt.~ . .. .. . . . . . 22, 3 0.3 40.4 o. 9 84.1! 

1 Less than one-ton th of 1 per cont. 

0.2 ········ o.a ········ 0.2 ..... 0:2 0.2 
0.1 ..... o:s 
0.1 
0.1 ········ (1) ········ 

---·------

-~-. 

0.1 o.a 
(), l 
0.1 

~:i "'"7.'8 
0 I) 10,4 

In the North Atlantic state8 negro farmers operated 
0.3 per cent of 11:11 farms; in the South Atlantic, 2H.9 
per cent; North Centrltl, 0. 6 per cent; South Central, 
26.8 per cent; Western, 0. 2 per cent; and in Alu.ska 
n.nd Ifawaii, 0.1 per cent. In all of these divisions the 
farms of negroes classified by area were distributed in 
approximately the same manner. 'rhey we1·e relatively 
most numerous in the groups with sm11ll areas~ and 
least numerous in those with largest areas. In the 
North Atlantic and South Atlantic divisions, and in 
Hawaii, the highest per cent of farms were in the group 
with 3 and under 10 acres. In the North Central and 
South Central divisions, as for the United States, they 
were Telutively mest numerous in the group with 10 and 
under 20 acres. 

Of the farms in the United States deriving their 
principal income from cotton, 49.1 per cent, or very 
nearly one-half, were operated by negroes. They 
operated 49.9 per cent of the cotton farms 0£ the South 
Atlantic division, am1 48.9 per cent of those in the 
South Central division, but only 5.6 per cent of the 
small number of such farms in the southwestern portion 
of the North Central states. . 

Of all rice farms, the negroes cnltivn.ted 37.3 per 
cent; of those in the South Atlantic states they eulti
vn.ted 7 4. 6 per cent; while of those in the South Central 
they operated only 14.1 per cent. In the former group 
of shites rice is grown by what may be described as 
hand culture, 8imilar to that :followed by the Chinese 
and .Japanese in Hawaii, where the gmin is cut by 
hand with the scythe or cradle. In the South Central 
states the present methods of rice cultivation more closely 
resemble those employed in growing wheat on the irri
g11ted :fields of the West, the grain being cut and bound 
hy sel:f-binding reapers. These conditions explain why 
the direction of such farms in the South Central states 
is so largely in the lmndH of white farmers. 

The negroet:i cultivnted 14:. 8 por cent of all sugar 
formR. 'I'lwir per cent of such farms in the South A tlan
tk. stn.tes mis 18. 7; in the South Cent.ml, 22.0; in the 
North Centml, 1.il, ttnd in Hawaii O.G. The sugar 
farms operated l>y negroes were largely rented farms 
upon which en.no wns grown for snJe, alt.hough in a few 
ct1ses sugtir and sirup were produced. In addition to 
growing cotton, rice, and sugar, the negroes of the 
South were extensively engaged in growing vegetables, 
fruits, and tolmcco, and in operating smnll farms classed 
as miscellttneous. In other parts of the country their 
farms seemed to l>e distrihutod more or less evenly 
among the various groups classified by principal sonrce 
of income. 

The incomC!s of the negro farmers exhibit in each 
division the characteristics shown for the United States 
in table xov1. In tho South Atlantic states, of farms 
with incomes of $1 11nd under $50, they operated 55.3 
per cent, lJut only .2.1 per cent of those with incomes of 
over $2,500. The percenfages £or the North Atlantic, 
North Central, and y..r estern divisions do not show such 
great variations between farms of large and small 
amounts o"f income, as those for the Southern states, 
showing that race contrasts there are not so marked as 
in the old slave states. 

For all geographic divisions, the figures show that 
the negro is becoming a farm owner along conservative 
lines. 'rhe per cent of fartlls of part owners, however, 
is markedly higher than for owners, as shown in table 
orv. The negroes bny small farm homes, for which 
they can pay, and then rnnt additional land. This 
method gives them greater assurance of keeping what 
they :first acquire than a.ny other that could be adopted, 
and argues well £or the future acquisition of farm lauds 
by that race. 



cvi STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE. 

FARMS OPERATED BY NEGROES OLASSIFIED BY OTHER 

CHARACTERISTICS. 

Table cv shows by percentages the distribution of 
farms opemted by negroes among the several groups 
of the :four different classifications. 

TABLE CV.-PER CENT OF THE NUMBER OF FARMS OP
ERATED BY N.EGRO l?AHMERS, JUNE 1, 1900, IN SPECI
FIED GROUPS OF FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA, 
PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PROD
UCTS OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, AND TENURE, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

A.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA IN ACRES. 

GEOGRAPHIC UIVIB!ON8. 

The 
onours OF FAmis. Unlfed North South Nortl1 South West- Alnskn, 

Sta es. Atlan· Atlau- Ccu- Olm- ern and 
tic. tic. tral. tml. • Hawaii. 

----------·· -·-- -.---- ---------
Total • . . . . .. . .. . . . 100. 0 100. 0 100. O 100. o 100. o 100. O 100. tl 

Umler3 .•.••••.•.•...... o. 6 2.8 1. 0 1.4 0.3 a. 9 
8 and under 10 ......... 6.8 20.ll 9. ij 9.7 4.9 7. 7 100.0 
10 and under 20 ........ JO.O 17.2 H.O 18.2 17.4 7.1 
20 and uncler 50 ....•... 45.9 2-1.0 42.0 36.l 48.9 11. a 
50 and tm.cler 100 ....... 18.0 19.8 18.8 21. 6 17.8 9. f> 
100 an<l nn<ler 175 ...... H.9 11.1 9.9 12.3 8.1 •10.1 
175 and unclcr 260 ...... 2.2 :1.1 2. 0 3.1 1.8 6. 2 
260 and under 600 ...... 1. 2 0.9 1. 4 2.1 1.0 7.4 
500 and under 1,000 ..... 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.2 4. 7 
1,0001mcl over .......... 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 2.1 

B.-1rARMS CI,ASSIFIIm BY PRrNCIPAT. SOURCE OF INCOME. 

lfoy nnrl grain. .. . . .. .. . 6. \l 13. 8 8. O 86. 8 •I. 7 24. 9 
Vegetables . . . . • . . . . • . . . 2. 1 16. 3 3. 3 Ii. 1 1.1 9. 2 
Fruit.~ . . • • • • .• •• . . . .. . .. o. 3 3. 4 0. 5 2.1 O. l 4. 7 
Liv~ stock.............. 'l.1 2•1.8 •1. 5 31. 4 8.1 30. 9 
Da!ryprocluco.......... 0.7 11.4 0.3 2.9 0.8 12.2 

~~i1l:,;:1.~:::::::::::::::: 7~:~ 0
·
7 rin u 8u ::::::: :::::::: 

!Uno.................... 0.3 O.tl 0.1 .............. . 
Sugnr................... 0.1 ........ ........ 0.1 0,2 ....... 50.0 

Nursery proclucts....... (I 0. 2 . . • • .. . . . . . .. • . . .. • . • . • O. 3 ...... .. 
iriowcrsarnl pln11t>1..... ('l 0.6 ...••••. ........ ....... 0.0 •.•••..• 

1'n,ro.................... (I ........ 1 ........... .'.... ....... ....... 50.0 

~r!~~~111i1ie(1ii8 ::::: ::::: """i:!:.i· "''28:8· """iii."i" . ~-~~:~~~~~~: "!~T ::~::: 

c.~FAHMS Cl,Assmnm BY VALlrn 01~ PRODllCTS 01•' rnu9 NOT 1mn 1'0 
I,JVJ" STOCK. 

so ................. -~~~--~~--~---~~- ·--;;-1-.-R --i;-.o-. .-:~.-~ 
Slnrulunder$fi0....... 6.8 6.•l 9.4 6.o 5.1 K.3 ....... . 
S50n111l undor$1UO ..... 9.ll 12.1 13.3 12.6 7..-J 9.2 ...... .. 
s10om1cl unrler$250 .... :J8.1 34.0 35.5 34.0 31.0 27.0 50.0 
$250 nnrl un<ley $500 . .. . !H. 1 2'1. 5 30.<l 2&. 1 30. 7 22. 0 ........ 

$1,000 1111cl under $2,500. 1. 9 7. 2 1. 2 5. 3 2. 2 10. 4 .•....• _ 
$500nnduncler$l,ODO ... 12.ll 10.3 U.2 13.8 15.1 15.11 50.0 

S2,50lliind over .. . . . . . • . o. 1 o. 8 0.1 o. 6 0.1 3. o ....... _ 

·--~--~··~---

D.-FAH!IIS OLASSIF!ED BY TENURE. 

·-------·-~-

Owners................. 21. 0 58.6 24.2 41.,i 18.1 69. •1 100.0 
0 6.4 5.0 14.'1 ~.1 6. 
2 0.3 0.2 1. 1 0.2 o. 

5 
s 

Part ownerA .. • . . .. . . .. . •I. 
OwncrH nrnl tenantH.... 0. 

2 3.8 O.B 0.9 0.1 2. 
6 17.S 3·1.9 13. g 38.5 7. 
0 13.6 :lli.<l 28.3 40.0 14. 

1 
7 
0 

Mmmgors............... O. 
Cnsh tem1nt.R . . . . . . • . • . . 3ti. 
Share tenautA . . . . • • . . . . 38. 

1 Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 

Table-ov shows, for each geographic division, a series 
of percentages for the farms o:f all negro farmers in 
the UnHed States, such as were presented for white 
farmers in table c. In every geographic division 
the negro farmers had the greatest relative number of 
:farms in the groups confaining 3 and under 50 acres, 
and the leaet in those with lar~·est areas. 

O:f the negro :farmers in the United States, 70.5 per 
cent derived their principal income :from cotton; 12.4: per 
cent, :from miscellaneous products; 6.9 per cent, :from 
hay and grain; 4:.1 per cent, :from live stock; and 2.6 
per cent, :from tobacco. The corresponding percentages 
vary widely in the several geographic divisions owing 
to di:ff erences in the character of their agriculture. In 
the North Atlantic division the Iiegroes devoted tho most 
attention to live stock, including poultry as well as domes
tic animals, the growing of vegetables, hay and grain, and 
dairying. In the South they were almost wholly occu
pied with cotton and corn growing. The miscellaneous 
farms reported were largely cotton and corn farms, 
the crops o:f which were reported on the :farms of the 
plantation owne1·s, as has already been explained. In 
the North Central and Western divisions the crops 
were of the same general character as in the North 
Atlantic division, the larger proportion o:f the farms of 
uegroos being- ha.y and grain, and live-stock fn,rms. In 
the South Centml division conditions were similar to 
those in tho South Atlantic, but with a larger per cent of 
cotton farms and a lower per cent o:f corn :farms, the 
latter being shown as hay and grain farms. 

The figures of section C of table av show that, in 
nearly all the divisions, negroes had smaller percentages, 
than white farmers, of fn,rrns with very liirge incomes, 
(see table c) and correspondingly larger perccnhigos of 
farms with small incomes. Their farming opcmtions 
were not conducted on so large a scale as those of the 
whites; but tho difference was not so marked aH in 
Hawaii between the members of the same race or 
between the whitet' ltnd Hawttiians. And nH tho nogro 
stfirtcd with nothing :forty years ngo, the small relative 
dilfcrences shown by the porcentagoH o:f tables c m1d av 
g·i vo evidence of substantial progrci-;H in the paHt and 
ttre tL hopeful angnry o:f the fntnro. 

A comparison of tho figures of tablll c with tho1:10 of 
tiiblos mv and cv showi; thn.t tho ucgrom; opcmted 11 

greater per eent of tenant farms than they did of all 
farms, and a greater per cent of tenant fa.mm than were 
opomtecl by white :farmers. In view of the cornpam
ti vely short period that has elapsed since nogro ematiei
pation, this is a natuml condition. To find any other 
condition would })rove the negro race indm1trially 
supel'io1· to the white race. In tho country ns a whole 
the negToes operated 13.0 per cent of all fn.rms and 
27.5 per cent of all rented farms. The correspond
ing percentages for the geographic divisions woro as 
:follows: North Atlantic, all farms, 0.3, tenant farms, 
0.4:; South Atlantic, all farms, 29. 9, tenant farms, 4: 7. G; 
North Centml, all farms, O.G, tenant farms, 0.8; South 
Central, all farms, 26. 8, tenant farms, 43. 3; and ·west
ern, all farms, 0.2, tenant farms, 0.2. 

The relative progress of the two races in tho South 
Atlantic states since emancipation is bei;t shown by 
another compn.rison. In 1860 in the South Atlantic 
states there were 301,940 farms, practically all operated 
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by white farm owners or nmnagers.. In 1900 there were 
u73,354 farms operated by white farmers, of which 
450,541 were conducted either by farmers who owned 
the whole or a part of their land, or by hired white 
managers, and 222,813 by cash or share tenants. In 
forty years the number of farms operated by white 
farmers increased 371,414, and of that number 148,601, 
or 40.0 per cent, were those of owners or managers and 
222,813, or 60.0 per cent, those of tenants. In the 
period which witnessed this addition of white formers 
in the South Athmtic Hfates, 287,933 negroes had ac
quired control of farm land, of whom 202,578, or 70.4 
per cent, were tenants, and 85,355, or 29.6 per cent, 
were owners or managers. 

ln considering these comparative figures account 
should be taken of the following facts: The negroes at 
the close of the Civil War were just starting out upon 
their career as wage-mtrners. They had no land and 
no experience as farm owners or tenants and none of 
them became farm owners by inheritance nor inherited 
money with which to purchase h1ncl. Of the 371,414 
white ~armers added since 1860 very many were the 
children of landowners and came into the possession of 
farm land, or the wherewithal to purchase the same, by 
inheritance. When thh1 diffcrencci in tho industrial con
dition of the· two rn.ces in 18(W hi taken into account, 
the fact that the relative number of owners among the 
negro farmers in the South Atlnntic states in 1900 was 
practically three-fourths 1is great as the relative mun
ber of owners an10ng the white formers of those states 
added in the same period, marks it most noteworthy 
achievement. 

Considering the depreciation of form values, loss of 
credit, bad government, and the general depression 
that prevailed in the South for a consiclerahle time after 
the Civil War, industrial eonditious in that section were 
perhaps 11s favorable for the former negro bonclsnmn as 
:for the poor white. The avemgc holdings of the negro 
nre sm11ller in 11rea ancl the rwcrage value of his owned 
land is less per aero than tho smue averages i'ol' whi.te 
farmers, but this is not HUrprising under the circum
stances. The gain in hwcl ownership in the two South
ern divisions tends to show, at least, that the land-lease 
system in the South, while subject to criticism and open 
to improvement, is far from operating: to rel.inslave the 
former bondsnrnn and his children.· · 

The statistics of the Routh Central st!itcs enforce 
p1'11ctically the same lesson. In that division in 1800 

there were 370,373 farms, practically 1111 operated by 
white farmers, owners, or managers. In 1900 the num
ber operated by white farmers was 1,206,367, of which 
750,437 were operated by owners or hired managers. 
In forty years there had been 1t gain for the white race 
of 835,994 farms. H there were no tenants in 1860, 
the increase in the number of farms operated by white 
owners in forty years was from 370,373 to 750,437, 
a gain of 380,064. The tenant farms operated by white 
farmers in 1900 numbered 455,930. If the assumption 
be made that there were no tenant farms in 1860, then 
it appears that of the 835,994 new farms taken up by 
white farmers from the public land or acquired by the 
subdivision of older plantations, 45.5 per cent in 1900 
were those of owners or managers and 54. 5 per cent 
those of tennnts, practically the same relation as in the 
South Atlantic division. 

; 

The corresponding figures for the negro farmers in 
the South. Central division, assuming that there were 
none in 1860, show an increase of 95,624 farms operated 
by owners or nmnagers and 3'18,805 operated hy ten
ants. The owned and managed farms constitute 21.5 
per cent and the .tenant farms ·78.5 per cent of the 
total. The per cent of gain in ownership is tthout one
half that nmde. by white farmers, 1incl is thus somewhat 
less than for the South Atlantic states. The negro 
farmers are very unevenly distributed throughout the 
South Oentri.tl states. In some parts of 'L'exas there are 
but very few, while in part;; of Mississippi they uonsti
tute almost the entire popuhition. In tlrn latter section 
the per cei1t.of form owners among tho negroes i8 very 
low. Outside of thn.t 1u·e1t the relatin~ progros8 of the 
rn.ce in becoming farm owners is snbstmitially the same 
ns in the South Athmt.ic division. Spcoin.l consiclerntion 
of tho statistim; of ccrtrlin Southern sfates will ho given 
in the cliscmision of htblcs cvm and crx·. 

Table 14 presents the Btatistics of thn num bcr of forms 
of colored farmers chissitiecl by ten nm, and the acrmtge, 
value o:f product:;, ttnd expenditures, with eertn,in aver
ages 1tncl pcrcenttiges. For the South Central 11nd South 
Atlantic divisions the figures represent fairly well t.he 
Rtatistics o:f the farms of ncgroes. For the other divi
sions they differ considerably, owing· to tho presence of 
lnclhtn and ChineRc farmers. Table ovr gives l)y states 
and territories, but not by tenure, the general statistics 
for farms opcmted by negroes whkh arc p1·esented in 
Table 14 for the farms of colored farmim:i. 



CVlll STA'l'ISrrrcs OF AGIUCUL'l'UHE. 

TABLE CVI.-NUMBER AND ACREAGE OF FARMS OF NEGRO FARMERS, AND VALUE OF SPECIFIED FORMS 
STATES AND 

==============~==========:;;:::::==============·:c"·'°·=-c.c=.==== 

STATES AND TERRITORllCS, 

NUMBER OF 
FARMS, ACREAGE, JUNE 1, 1900. YAT,UE OF FARM PROPERTY, JUN~J 1, 1900. 

1--------11--------------·-1----------------------·-··-----.. -··-·-

Tola!. 
With 
build
ings. 

Tot11.l. ImproYcd. 
I 1Qr 

cent 
im-

proved. 
Totsl. 

Land 
and 

improve
ment~ 

(except 
buildings). 

Buildings. 
Implement~ 

aml r,1 ve stock, 
mo.ehlncry. 

, ___________ ---- ------11------1------1----·"--11------ ------1-----1!----····---- ----- ... 
1 The United 8ttttCR - • - - 746, 717 716, flH ll8, 238, 933 23, 862, 798 61. 1 $499, 9•13, 7lH 832•1, 244, 397 $71, 903, 815 $18, 8f1\I, 757 88'1, 93f>, 265 

---===11·====1===-'--'-·=·---- ---- --
2 North Atluntie <livieion. __ . 1, 7fil 1, 724 84,407 55,079 Gii. 3 4, 776, 2'15 --------11------1------- -- ___ ,,, ______ _ 
3 Jl[aine •.....••.....•.... 
4 New Hamp<hirc ...... .. 
Ii Vermont. .•............. 
6 Mns.•1wh11Hclts .••.••.... 
7 Ilhoc1cIHl11.mL ........ .. 
8 Oonucntiout ... ~ ........ ~ .. 
11 Now Yorlr ............. . 

10 Ncw.TC!A(!Y---·----····-
11 I'CllllHYlVttnif1 ......... . 

!.M 
IO 
8 

87 
28 

107 
•HB 
469 
l\Ru 

2·1 1, 043 387 37. 1 24, 012 
10 5G2 181 32. 2 12, G20 
8 1, 2•16 G71 53. 9 GO, 850 

87 3, 9fl7 1, 787 •15. 0 105, 880 
28 2, 081 8ll1 40. () 65, 450 

10•1 4, 136 l,8•l8 '14. 7 224,539 
436 2G, 735 17, om G::l. G 1, 114, 787 
452 19, 205 H, 181 73. 8 1, 0-17, 178 
f171i 2fi, 429 18, 177 71. 5 2, 031, 429 

2, -064, 718 

11,460 
4, 740 

43,000 
101,781 

37, 150 
122, 250 
553,314 
526, 730 

1, 264, 290 

1,465, 500 

8,490 
I\, 350 

l0,200 
73, 250 
19, 950 
78,,090 

363,000 
370, 190 
530, 9HO 

206, 777 

1, 818 
Rf>O 

1, •l30 
7, 055 
:l,iliio 
7,425 

lifi,59'1 
~a,440 

001 316 

•lll9,2li0 

2,744 
1, 680 
6,720 

13, 791 
6,000 

l!l, 77~ 
132, 879 

96,818 
lll3,8'14 

12 South A thmtfo 11iviHlon ... _ 287, u:m 278, 308 11\, f>73, 5lil 8, 874, 50fl fi7. 0 1G2, 841, 28'1 lOG, 251, 070 ;\87U,220 

13 
14 
Jn 
](j 

17 
18 
111 
20 
21 

Dt1lt111·1trt1 .............. . 
Mnrylnrnl ............. . 
DiRtrict ol f'olmnbiti ..• 
Virginln ...........•.... 
West Virginin ......... . 
North Ctirulhm ........• 
[';cm th C11rolilrn ........ . 
Genrgi1t ......... ......... . 
l'lorida ............... .. 

22 North Centrnl <liYIHiou ••••• 

--·---- -·-~-,.··--- ·-~--·--··-----· ------ , _____ _ 
ll17 

5,842 
17 

H,7Uli 
742 

53, ll9G 
85,381 
82,822 
13,621 

803 
r.,1:n 

17 
4:1, 7:15 

718 
52, 262 
82, 078 
79, 882 
Ja,082 

12, 25r, u, mm 

r,2, G58 
37-l, 276 

30H 
2, 227, 108 

•11, BS•I 
2, 89•1, 210 
a, 791, mo 
r., •174, 889 

717, 028 

787, 071 

M,fiOS 
238,M4 

282 
1, 124,M•l 

28,0flG 
1, '137, 313 
2, 273,501 
8, 822, f>96 

420,002 

fi66, 073 

6fl.8 
Ga.8 
75.B 
oo.n 
55.5 
4:11. 7 
00.0 
GO. 7 
58.G 

71. ll 

l, 893,8:10 
8,208,1\72 

304,502 
24, •190, 1 Oti 

827, 711 
28, 458 176 
•13, 092, 879 
48, 698, 9ill 

6, 466, •1R7 

·-------·------·-· --~·- - -·-- -~ ----"'-
870, 720 

4, 8•18, 120 
276,800 

1'1,407,0fiO 
553,G70 

18, 850, 775 
so, rnn,3uu 
32, 512, 900 
s, 694,246 

17, 926, IG2 

302, 7BO 
2, 037, 2·1ll 

16, 200 
fil 401, 18fi 

l:l4, 190 
4, 979, 727 
r,, 74.1, 620 
0,818, 890 
1, 13G, 592 

2, 1133, 377 

73,2:l0 
mn,100 

u, 790 
929, 88f) 

21, 71i0 
Ml,010 

1,592,'lilti 
1, ll83, 010 

2or.,mm 

147,lfiO 
• Onl,812 

\l,302 
:l,!ill,086 

118, 101 
:l,OHO,till<l 
fi,472,2<1.4 
7, GHH, 231 
I, 8•10, 010 

--····- -~ ...... "--~· --·--·-··--··------·---- ------ , _______ ----- ---·-·--· ----
23 Ohio ................... . 
24 Inclhrn11 ............... . 
25 •IllinoiH ................ . 
26 Miclhlgan ............. .. 
27 WlHeonsln ............. . 
28 l\Jilllll'"Oltl, ............ . 
29 Iowu ..................•. 
SO Missouri ............... _ 
al North Il1ikot1t ......... . 
32 South llnkot1t ......... . 
33 Nchrn~lm .... _ .-..... ----
34 ICttuSl\H - .... - .......... . 

35 

llG 
87 
SS 
89 
40 
41 
42 
48 
44 

South C<'lltml diviHion ••••• 

Kentucky .............. . 
'l'ennesseo ..... ............. .. 
Alabam11 ............... . 
MissisRippl ... __ ...• ---- •. 

Loulslnua ······------·--
Tcx11s .................. . 
Oklahoma ......... ---··-
Inc1inn Territory •.••••.. 
Arknnsas ............... . 

45 Western diyis!on •.•...•••.. 

46 
47 
48 
4.0 
60 
51 
62 
63. 
64 
55 
li-0 

Monto.ntt ............... . 

)Vyomlng. ----- ----·-·--. 
C.olornclo ---··--···-----· 
Ne'v ~rcxieo ... .......... . 
Arliona ............... .. 
Utiih .•.••••••••••.•••.•. 
Nevada ................. . 
!<lo.ho. __ --- ______ ...... .. 

wa~hlngton - -··---- ... --
Oregon.-·--·-----·- .••.. 
California .............. . 

1, 966 1, RGfi 
1, 043 082 
1, •180 11 :lRO 

020 !lOii 
68 5G 
SI 29 

200 188 
·l, 950 4, 770 

18 1H 
17 17 
78 71 

1, 782 1, 07ii 

11, 227 
33, 883 
01, 069 

128, 851 
58,00G 
65,472 

2, 256 
4,097 

46, 978 

337 

21 
2 

58 
14 
15 
11 
3 
0 

Gfi 
14 

135 

10, 785 
32,35'1 
88,612 

123, 903 
55,88'1 
61, 942 
2,163 
4,062 

45,296 

824 

21 
2 

07 
13 
H 
11 

3 
9 

lil 
14 

120 

o'I Alaska •... -................. ·-------·· ........ .. 
-08 !Ia wail........................... 2 2 

10ii,4n.l 
52,2fH 
Ha, 107 
88,2UU 
fi,405 
4,493 

15, mm 
21l, 3B8 
13,fi72 
. 9,027 
15, 007 

173,61<1 

21, 712,876 

R0,792 
•12 1 iM8 
O·I, Hi•1 
26,filH 
2,402 
1, 870 

12,286 
IU5,li22 

4,019 
3,488 
81335 

119, MB 

13, 8'10,278 

81.a 
81. ~ 
77.'J. 
69.R 
4•1.8 
41. 8 
79. 7 
72.1 
20.6 
38.G 
55.3 
GS. 0 

63.8 

4,2H7,92~ 

2, 836, 581 
S,32tl, 319 
1,-1'11, 806 

132, 4fi8 
99, 755 

783, 8'13 
7, 969, 326 

M, 99'1 
80, 49ll 

278,081 
3, 757, 904 

3, 117,105 
1, 741, 460 
2, 584, 730 

963, 995 
90,285 
1i, 70<1 

5'16,410 
5, 855,•170 

<il,925 
63, 385 

174, 645 
2,0251 0:·8 

071,525 
28•1, 960 
339, 510 
253, 110 
19, 365 
10,4'10 

100,•170 
868, 720 

7,800 
8,895 

25, 240 
•142, 752 

llU, 325 
60, lSfi 
80, 320 
:m1 ~Hfi 
4,483 
2, 780 

23, 22fl 
220 1 ·1B~ 
n,um 
2, 7!1,1 
U,02~ 

120, 9f>8 

1[>9, 967 
2{i0,026 
l!lli, 759 
168, 810 
18,821\ 
8,8:11 

11:1,mIB 
J,020,701 

14,0H 
rn,tm 
68,li7'l 

M:l,090 

4•J6, 951\ 
l,M0,683 
·1, 719, ooli 
5,886, 076 
2,8•13,366 
3,835, 979 

306, 065, 271 lOG, 682, 266 40, 784, 185 
---· .. --------- -------- ,. ___ ------11-------11----- ------ -·--··----·-- ...... ------ -12, 01'1, 612 li7, 284, 258 

266, 957 
301,457 

2, 803, 836 

76, 005 

4,'110 
800 

11,027 
18, 578 

1, 850 
G4S 

1, fi05 
1, 105 
8,008 
2,510 

25,4.64 

13 

3•10, 832 
1,0:lG,MO 
B, 063, 679 
B, 741, 057 
1, 578, 507 
2,428,643 

108,9'12 
177, 027 

1, 375, 051 

20, 850 

780 
50 

2,520 
~35 
473 
302 
790 
481 

1,268 
502 

13, 44.9 

12 

76.S 
GG.9 
6'1.9 
63.6 
67.1 
63.3 
40. 8 
49.0 
5!}, 7 

27. 4 

17.7 
6.8 

22.9 
1. 3 

25.ll 
4.G,6 
49.2 
43.5 
15.8 
~0.0 

.52.8 

92.3 

10, 950,208 
26, 735,588 
40,908,811 
86,300, 974 
87, 995, 093 
56, 180, 207 
2, 921, 326 
4,391,830 

34, 191, 174 

1, 050,880 

7, 228,835 
16, 050,860 
29, 072, 925 
55, 001, 914 
24, 187,6'15 
87,.114,009 
1, 912, 589 
2, 253,0H 

22, 660,52.5 

1, 723, 655 
8, 633, 900 
6, 183,565 

11,622, 552 
5, 58•1, 345 
7, 152,345 

211, 881 
455, 327 

4, 216, 715 

Sfili, 713 
1, 2i0, 127 
l, 027, 8•10 
3, 29,1, lGil 
1, 439, 730 
2, 169, 577 

106, •i,19 
209, 403 

l, 241, 610 

-11-----
718, 775 no, 874 ao, OH -----1-----46,672 

S,108 
150,359 
32,275 
66, 969 
20,675 
40, 719 
28, 166 

181,227 
88,417 

497, 802 

?.lil)O 

29,875 5, 525 2, 72f1 
1, GOO 600 400 

10'2, 805 19, 155 5, 340 
28, 625 3, 450 1, 357 
26, 960 6, 850 2, 340 
15, 800 2, 854 ~ 810 
24, 550 2, 450 315 
16, 570 1, 845 1, 411 
93, 280 16, 870 S, 98'1 
23, 290 4, 885 1, 210 

360, q?Q 46, 800 16, 122 

1,400 1,050 

1,6'12, lOfi 
4,880, 701. 
9, 77<1,481 

10, ·172, 8•15 
6, 783, 873 
9, 4H,270 

690, 507 
1, 4.71, 086 
6, 072,824 

13'1, 726 

8,047 
li08 

2B, 059 
8,843 

80, 819 
1, 711 

13,•104 
8,340 

17, 093 
9,032 

73, 870 

50 
--'-----·----------'-------· -~-- --·'-'---·----..:_ ____ _:_ ____ ,_,__ ___ _ 

~----'-''------'---------''---~----~-~-



FARMS CLASSIFIED BY COLOR OR RACE OF FARMER. cbc 

OF FA.RM PROPERTY, VALUE OF PRODUCTS, AND EXPENDITURES FOR LABOR AND FERTILIZERS, BY 
TERRITORIES. 

------- -.. ·-

VAJ,UE OF PRODUCTS, 1899, I 
l~XPENDITURES, 1899. ---r ---·------·------·--· ----

Per 
cent 

Fed to live Not fed to not 
Total. stock. live stock. loo, to Lrtbor. Fertlllzers. 

value 
of prop-

erty. 

-·----··- ·~-- .. 

$255, 761,1'15 82.S, 848, •HS $229, 907, 702 46.0 $8, 789, 792 $5,61'1,8'14 ----- -·----- ---·-··--.·- -···---.. ·-~-

9~1, 709 218,870 1383, •129 1<1.:l 86,094 28, 125 
- --- -------- -----

6,259 1,255 5,0<H 20.8 !180 123 
S, 770 1,050 2, 720 21.6 230 90 

14,530 ·i,3GO 10, 170 lG.9 680 90 
47,272 8, 2-14 39,028 19.9 ·1,945 982 
11, ODO 1,220 9,870 15.1 1,850 1,070 
•16, 106 7, 723 38, ass 17.1 5, 785 2,0·17 

242,111 7o,mm 171,506 15.4 20, 189 8,328 
249, 290 53, 960 105,330 18.0 25, 785 12, 635 
281,841 69, 923 211,418 10.4 26,300 7, 760 

87,413,897 ll, 318,801 79, 095, 096 48.0 3,G6ll,8.Jl ·lJ 6S8, 977 
.•. 

rM•l 1 5Hl 71, 200 273,241 19. 6 26,438 19,330 
1, 997,051 360, 120 1, 630, 931 19.9 153,060 116,030 

17,6•16 3·10 17,306 5.7 2,200 520 
9, 871,870 1, 307, 252 81 l:i6,1, 021! 85.0 •128, 9•17 412,852 

200,010 83,830 106, 680 20.1 7, 720 2,260 
14, 772, 766 1, 357,056 13, •llfi, 710 47.1 492, 076 827,110 
26,586, 962 1, 929,552 2·1, 657,'110 06.0 1, 21.0, 3·10 1,5°'1, 275 
29, 939, •121 2, 767,307 27, 172, 02•1 5f>.8 1,208,860 1, 084,010 

3, 683, G34 492, 404 3, 191, 170 •19. 3 133,300 71, 900 

5, 442,806 . 1, 203, 998 4, 238, 808 17.2 242, lil5 15, 717 
, .... 

082, 106 191, 289 700, 907 18.•1 45, 790 8, 630 
495, 445 1°'1,509 390, 980 10. 7 21,445 S,860 
641, 700 1<15,246 •196, •15-i 1<l. 9 8'1,410 •120 
800,5~0 72,441 228, 149 15.8 17, 218 195 
29, 046 8,612 20,.1s4 15.4 637 ............ 
18, 601 8,210 15,391 15.•1 2,335 ............ 

168,454 86, 296 122, 158 15.6 7,350 00 
1,8ll5, 732 489,82·1 1, 895, 908 17.fi 64, 610 1, 840 

20,605 8 126 17,479 18. 4 2, 990 . . . . . . . . . . -. 
17, 187 4.0M 13,083 1'1.G 1,080 ............ 
50,017 13,415 42, 602 15.3 1,085 ·-·····-···· 

887, 283 181, 976 705, S07 18.8 4.3, 235 682 

161, 784, 899 16, OOli, 771 145, 718, 128 4.7.6 •l, 768, 110 930,888 ----
8,508,817 479, 868 8,029,449 27. 7 114, 050 15,850 

11, 089,045 1,420, 971 9, 668, 07'1 86.2 243, 640 B9, 830 
29, 704,034 2, 789, 022 26, 915,012 57.1 1, 195, 230 543, 7·17 
51, 982, 161 4,466, 176 47, 465; 986 54.9 1, 836,297 213, 782 
20,989,114 1,818, 29·1 19, 175,820 oo.o 661, 865 78, 405 
24,867, 070 2,82•1, 165 21,542, 905 88.8 607, 069 18, 184 

7S9,655 128, HS 611, 512 20.9 17, 588 ............ 
1,.186, 652 220, 598 1, 266, 054 28.8 48,596 ............ 

17, 968, 851 1, 925, 085 16,043, 816 46,9 549, 280 26,0·JO 

207, OS! 35, 508 171, 681 16.8 29, 612 1, 187 ---
12,262 1,929 10,8B8 22.1 1,870 75 

' 781 104 677 21. 8 25 . . . . . . . . . . . . 
32, 852 6,079 26, 77S 17.8 1.,600 BOO 
4,109 513 8,596 11.1 506 .............. 

18, 619 1,805 11,814 17.9 3,965 ............. 
2,552 417 2,185 10.B 103 ............ 
4,9S8 3, 705 1,283 s.o 2,300 .............. 
8,244 652 7,592 32.8 1, 500. 120 

23,321 5,Wl 17, 760 18.5 1,755 2 
9,749 1, 709 8,040 20.9 515 ············ 

94,607 13,029 81,678 16.4 15,418 690 

·············· ............... ............... .......... ............. ............ 
710 ................ 710 28.4 . . . -...... ~ . .............. 

AVERAGE VAf,UE Pim FARM, 

F11rm property, June 1, l!JOO. Products, 1899. 

L11nd 
rmdlm· Imple-
prove- men ts Not rea 

Tot111. meuts Build· 11nrl Live Total. to live 
(cxcr;r.t 

ings. fill· stock. stock. 
bull - chin-
lugs). cry. 

--------- -----
$069 $-134 $96 $25 $114 $342 $308 

----- --------- ----
2, 712 1,518 832 117 250 512 S88 ----- -·---- ----
1,001 ·178 354 55 11'1 261 209 
1,262 474 535 85 108 S77 272 
7,5.Jol 5,375 1,275 179 715 1,816 1, 271 
2, 251 1,170 842 81 158 543 448 
2, 338 1,S27 712 120 179 396 352 
2,098 1,1<12 780 69 157 ,131 859 
2,516 1,2·19 819 148 300 6-17 387 
2,233 1,123 789 114 207 532 417 
3,473 2,161 918 114 280 481 361 

566 369 93 20 84 80·1 275 
--------------

1,700 1,066 370 90 180 •122 335 
1,405 820 349 57 170 3•12 280 

17, 917 16, 253 953 576 135 1,038 1, 018 
517 323 122 21 81 220 191 

l, 116 746 181 so 150 270 225 
527 340 92 18 68 27-l 2·J9 
515 85S 67 19 76 311 289 
588 393 82 20 93 361 328 
478 273 8·1 22 99 272 236 

2,008 1,463 230 59 2,17 •Hl 340 
-- ·--------- e~---- -----·-

2,186 1,601 201 60 23'1 500 •102 
2,240 1,670 273 [17 2•10 •175 375 
2,288 1, 789 228 58 213 432 334 
2,303 l,lHO 40! 89 270 480 36'1 
2,284 1, 557 334 77 316 501 852 
3,218 2,813 530 90 285 600 496 
8,917 2, 732 503 lt6 500 792 611 
1,610 1,183 174 45 208 371 282 
5,277 8,440 488 620 779 1, l<J5 071 
5;26'1 S,725 494 161 88,1 1,008 770 
3, 565 2,2S9 S24 123 879 718 5·16 
2,109 1,478 2•19 71 SlG 498 896 

690 448 91 27 129 36'1 328 
-- --------- ---

976 644 158 S2 146 818 270 
789 500 107 B8 141 827 285 
499 809 65 21 16[ 816 286 
67B 428 91 26 128 405 870 
654 416 96 25 117 861 380 
8!i8 672 109 83 H4 872 329 

1, 295 847 05 47 806 828 271 
1,072 550 111 51 360 BOB 809 

728 482 90 27 129 882 8'11 

8,117 2,lSS 829 107 5'18 014 509 --- --------- ----
2,222 1,422 26S 180 407 t184 492 
1,554 800 800 200 2t>4 891 838 
2,592 1,772 830 92 898 566 461 
2,305 1,688 2•16 97 27'1 294 257 
•1, 898 1, 797 ·128 156 2,022 908 788 
1,880 1,891 259 7'1 156 232 19•1 

13,578 8,18S 817 105 4,468 1,6'16 411 
2,57'l 1,811 205 157 S71 916 SH 
2,386 1,696 807 72 311 424 823 
2, 744 1,664 B49 86 6'15 696 57-1 
3,687 2,67B 347 120 547 701 604 

......... ·········· ........ . ....... ....... ........ . ........ 
1,250 700 525 . ....... 2i; 3f>5 355 

Av()r· 
11y,e 

Vil 110 
per 

11cro of 
prod-
uct8 
not 
led. 

---
86.01 
~ 

8.10 ---
4.80 
4.8•1 
8.16 
9.84 
4.74 
9.28 
6.42 

10.17 
8.Sl 

5.08 

5. 20 
4.37 

56.19 
3.85 
4.01 
.J.6•1 
6.50 
•1. 96 
4.45 

5.39 ---
7.f>O 
7.48 
5. 07 
5. 96 
3. 72 
8.48 
7.95 
6. l·l 
1.20 
1.<15 
2. 83 
•l.06 

6. 71 ---
6.78 
o. 2·1 
6.70 
8.06 
8:18 
5.62 
2.29 
3.50 
6.97 

2.26 ---
2,84 
0.85 
2,43 
0.19 
6.39 
8.29 
0.77 
6.87 
2.22 
s.20 
3.20 

.......... 
54,(12 

·--~· -
AVERAG l!i EX· 

UJl.:E.ll 
,1899. 

PENDJT 
PEil FARM 
--

Fertf. Lo.!Jor. 11 Z'ltS, 

·--
$12 38 

---
•19 16 

--~-··-

16 
23 9 
85 11 
57 11 
66 88 
54 19 
46 8 
55 27 
•l5 18 

13 16 
--

S2 2•1 
26 20 

129 Bl 
10 9 
10 3 

9 15 
H 18 
15 20 
1/) 5 

20 1 --
23 ,1 
21 •1 
23 .. 
28 .. 
11 .. 
76 •• 
37 .. 
13 .. 

1{i6 .. 
6-i .. 
13 .. 
!H . .. 

11 2 
-··--

10 1 
7 1 

13 6 
10 2 
11 1 

9 .. 
8 .. 

11 .. 
12 1 

88 4 --
89 4 
12 .. 
28 5 
40 •• 

261 .. 
9 •• 

707 .. 
167 13 
82 •• 
37 .. 

114 5 

1::::::: :: 

2 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 

12 

13 
H 
15 
16 
17 
18 
10 
20 
21 

22 

23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
so 
81 
32 
33 
34 

35 

36 

87 
88 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
,14 

,15 

46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
63 
M 
51) 
56 

57 
li8 
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The negroes operated 746, '717 farms, of which 716,514,. 
or 96. 0 per cent, had lrnildjngs upon them. These farms 
bad a total area of 38,233, 933 acres, of which 23,362, 798, 
01· lH.1 per cent, were improved, and 14,871,135, or 
38.!l per eeut, were unimproved. The value of all farm 
property in these farms was $4.4H, 943, 734, o:f which 
$32!!.,24A,,3il7 representcd the vitlue of land and improve
ments exolnsivc of buildings, $71,903,315 that of build
ings, $18,859,757 that of implements and machinery, 
u.nd $84,lli36,2G5 tha.t of live stoek. The ncgroes con
trolled lB.O per eent of n.ll farms, and show the fol
lowing percentages of total farm aren. 11,nd value: 
AcreH in farms, 4.5; improved !tnres, 5.6; value of all 
:farm pl'oporty, 2.4; of land, 2.5; of buildings, 2.0; of 
imp lcnumts a.nd machinery, 2. ti; 1tnd of li \'e stock, 2. 8. 

The infonrnttion given above for negro ·farmers is 
givrn1 for all colored farnrnrs in Table 14. The acres of 
h111d in the three cl!Lssos of farms O})emted by colored 
ownorH worn Hi,058,SGO, and tho total v11lue of tho farm 
pro1mrty on imch fitrmH wn::; $181,llG,048. 'l'hiH sum 
inclndeH the v11luo of :forms, live stoek, ttnd imple
ment:s, on forinR owned and opemtcd by Indi1w8, Chi-
11rn·m, .Titpnnmm, ttncl Haw1d.in118, a:s well aH by negroos. 
A ftor making an ttllownnee for such vnlue:s, if 1111 e:sti
rniito of the probttlJle totn.l farm weetlth of the ncgro 
fl\l'HlCl'H, ,J'unO 1, :WOO, be desired, the Vllfoll of the live 
:-;!iock on ronted :farms, of whioh 11 large :;h11rc gcner
tdly belongH to tho tennnts, should be added. '!'hat 
vnhrn for the colored tenant:s Wt\l'l $57,Hl7,20G. Add
fog thfa Rum t.o the preceding tohtl it 1tppears that the 
v1tlm' .Juno l, moo, of the :farm property belonging· to 
negroN;, witl'l app•roxinmtely $200,000,000, or a little less 
tlm11 $i300 for mwh ncgro farmer. The correRponcling 
amonnt of :farm wmilth for the white farmers of the 
United Stritcis, .Juno 1, l!JOO, was $15,664,608,0,1:5. 

A better ('<.nnparison of the fignres relating to the 
farms of white and negro farmers is given in table ovn, 
which Hbows in primllcl eolnmns the average 11creage 
per farm, the per cent of improved land, and the aver
nge val no o:r the farm property of both cl!isses, by states 
and territorieH. 

TAmE OVII.-A VF.IM.GE NUMBER OF ACRES OF LAND, 
Plm mrn·r Oii' LAND IMPROVIm, AND AVERAGE VALUI~ 
PI.JR FAUM OF ALL FAitM PlWPERTY, FOR FARMS OF 
WHITB AND NEGitO FARMERS, JUNE 1, moo, IW STATES 
AND 'rli:rmr.ronrns. 

WllJTE FAitMERR. NF.OHO l'Alt~IEJ\8, 

·---· ·---~··---- _,, ____ "~-···--~-... 

STATl!:B AND 'rERIUTORIER, 
J>er Pt~r 

Acres cent Yitlno AcrcH cent V1tluo 
pc1· of Im- per pnr or im· per 

farm. prov eel fnrm. form. Jll'OVCll fnrm. 
Janel. land. 

-·---~-- -- -----· 
Tlrn United Sttitce .....• 160. 7 •18.Q $4,010 51.2 111.1 $li69 

= --- -·--···~--- --· ...••.. , ·--- ...... , --
North Atlantic clivtslon ....... M.7 59.fl 4,361 47.9 6rl. 3 21712 

-~------- --·~- ~---~~ --- ---~-~ --M11inc ..................... 100.8 37.9 2,0tl5 43.5 37.1 1,001 
New HHlll)lHhire ...... - ••• 123.1 29.8 2, 028 56.2 82.2 1 262· 
Vermont .................. 1'12.7 45.0 S, 275 155.8 58. 9 7:1\44 
M1U!l!1\1!lmscttH ............ 83. 5 41.1 •l,851 45, 0 45.0 2,201 
Rhode I~lan<l ............. 82.9 •11.1 •1,922 7'1. 4 40.0 2,338 
Co11ncctlm1t ............... 8ti.O 40.0 4, 213 88, 7 14.7 2,098 
New York ................. 100. 0 68.9 4, 727 00.3 68.6 2,610 
New Jcrsc'Y ............... ' 82.tl 69.0 5,514. 40. 9 78.8 2,288 
Pennsylvania •.••..•..•... 86.5 68.2 4, 093 •13. 5 71.5 a,.113 

TABLE OVII.-AVERAGE NUMBER OF ACRES OF LAND, 
PER CENT OF LAND IMPROVED, AND A VEH.AGE VALUE 
PER FAUM OF ALL FARM PROPER'rY, FOR FARMS OF 
WHITE AND NEGRO FARMERS, JUNE 1, 1900, BY STATES 
AND TERRITORIES-Continued. 

STATES AND TERllITOllIEf:l, 

Wl!ITE !'ARMERS. 

Per 
Acres cent Value 

per of im- per 
farm. prove1l farm. 

lnn<l. 

NEGRO !'ARMERS, 

11er 
Acres cent V1tl11e 

per of im- per 
tu.rm. proved fnrm. 

lnm1. 

Sonth Atlantic division ....... ~3~2_-"2·~·--~.~~ -~-r:.~ . ~7.o·\---;; 
Delawnrc . • . . . .. . .. . .. .. . . Ul. 3 
Mnryland ................ ·11rn. 4 
District of Colnmbltt...... B2. fi 
Vlrginlti .. . . . .. .. .. . . . . .. . 143. 7 
West Virginia............. llfi. 2 
North Cnroli1111 ........... 

1 

116. 0 
South Carolina............ 145. 7 
Georgia................... 147.4 
Flori<ltt . . .. .. . . • . . .. . . . . . . 133. G 

North Centml divi~lon........ Hl.O 

Ohio...................... 88.8 
Indlnna................... 97.7 
IlllnolR ... , . . . . . . . • • . • • .. . . 12·1.fi 
.!lrlol1lgan ................. 86.6 
WlsconHln................. 117.0 
MlnneHotn . . . . . .. . . .. . .. . . 169. 7 
IOWIL. .. • .. • .. • • . • • • • • .. .. lf>l, il 
.!l!!ssourl.. . . . . .. . . • .. . . . .. . 120. fl 
North Jltikotii............. Rill. 7 
Son th llitkota.. ... . .. . . . . . 853.4 
NcbmRktt. ..... .... .. . .. .. 2·16.•l 
KnnstlH.... .• .. . .. . .. . . .. .. 2•12. 2 

South Centml cllvlslon . .... .. 111-1.li 

Kent,1wky................. on. •I 
Tl•1meHsec • .. . • .. .. . .. .. • . 98. r, 
Ahibanut.................. 123. 6 
!llli<.~iHslppl ............ ,. . . 133. 9 
Louisiana................. 150. 7 
TexnA . • • • • • • .. • . .. .. .. . • • • 425. fl 
Oklt1homa.. ... .. .. .. ..... 250.o 
Inclltm 'l'errltory.. . . .. . . . . 160. 7 
ArknnHHH ••. .. . ...... ..... 108.8 

Western tllvi•lon... ... . . . . . . .• 895. 8 

71. 0 4, •131 
68. 3 •1, 890 
69. 7 44, 567 
50. 7 2, 430 
51. ll 2, 20<1 
34. 7 1, 207 
S·l.i 1,507 
S<l.9 1, 2Gli 
29.9 1,781) 

70. 3 5, 263 

7H.ri 4, 848 
77. l ·1, ·121 
fi.1.5 7,GIH 
li7. 2 8, 404 
5G. 7 4, 781! 
70. •1 5, lOli 
sn.r, s, 02s 
01 .. 1 3, 062 
n2. ·1 n, 7nu 
U2. ·1 Ii, 7ul 
lil.7 Ii, UH 
(\(),] fl, 022 

28.0 2,005 

02. 2 'l, mm 
·19. 0 l, 049 
35. 0 1, 020 
81.2 1,278 
85. 5 2, 77li 
1-1. l 3, 101 
30. 2 a, OU2 
41.8 2,0<17 
38, 9 1, 118 

28, 9 7, 221 

G•J,31 Oii.H 
6·1.1 li3.8 
18, 1 75. :l 
49. 7 50. 5 
"6.0 55. 5 
53. 6 ·19. 7 
·l·l.'1 60.0 
ll0.1 60. 7 
53.0 5R.ll 

0·1.~ 71. \I 

53. 7 81. ii 
i\0.1 81. 2 
55.9 77.2 
61.1 li9, 8 
9·1. 7 .J.l,8 

Hl.9 .Jl.X 
7U. 8 79, 7 
51.H n.1 

7/iL u I 29. (j 
r,:n. o ax. G 
19:l. 2 [>f>.il 

n7. ·l nx.n 
.rn. u na. x 

tl9.8 
•15. 7 
fl0.2 
.U), u 
•lU. li 
58. 0 

1rn. a 
88. 2 
49. 0 

7ll.:l 
Oll.O 
lll.9 
Oil.II 
li7. l 
n:i.a 
40.8 
.!\),(} 
fi9. 7 

~7.·L 

1, 706 
l,'105 

17, 917 
M7 

1,116 
m~7 
lilfi 
li88 
478 

~,008 

2, 186 
2, 210 
2, 238 
2,30!1 
2,28'1 
:1, 218 
II, 917 
1, lilO 
fl, 277 
r., 261 
t1 1 Mf> 
2. lOll 

090 

1175 
789 
·IU\l 
073 
lifil 
Hf>8' 

1,295 
1,072 

i28 

H, 117 

Montana .................. 90,l.9 1•1.5 8,9fi0 210.0 17.7 2,222 
Wyoming ................. l,3liR.O 9.8 11,378 •100.0 u.a 1,rir..1 
Colomdo .................. 138·1.2 24.0 o,r.sa 100.1 22.9 2,n112 
New J\!exlco......... .... .. •JOS. o 6, o ·I, HliO i'l, 327. u I. B 2, aur. 
Arizona................... 471. G 12, O li, 960 123. B 25. 6 4, 398 
Utah ................ ;..... 2J.l.O 2fi.O :l,\100 I 58.0 ·IU.!l 1,IIBU 
Nevncla ................... 1, 272.1 22. 3 1'1, 188 W5. ll ·.19. 2 ta, f>7H 
rnaho . . . • • .. • . • . . . . . . . . . . . 183. R 4.1,.1 a, H92 \ 12~. k ·13. fi 2, f>7·1 
Wn~hlngton ............... 260.0 41.0 -1,417 Ho.I\ lf>.8 2,31!!i 
Oregon.... . . . • • . . . .. .. . . .. 279, li 33, 3 ·l, 861 179. 3 20. o 2, 7'14 
Cttlifornln................. ·10·1. o 41. 5 ll, 103 [ \ ltIB. Ii 52. 8 il, 687 

Al!LHklt,....................... lil.2 100,0 1,307 Iii""" ................. .. 
Hitw11U:.===:=t~90:.~-- 12.1 18-~·~~li. _n.r. I .1•=~ _.,_1,250 

In all g'(~ographic divisions except the Wt-Rtern1 the 
per cent of improved land in fm·m8 opcrntC>d by negroes 
was greater than in those of white formers. The 
gre!ttest difference of this kind was in the South Central 
8tates, where the farms of negroes Imel G3. 8 per eent. of 
improved land, ancl those of whiteB but ~H. 0 per ePnt. 
In that section, the farms opernfod by negroes ttre nm inly 
rented eotton farms, with but little nnimpt•ond hind. 
The white farmers in many ca8es report.eel the fancl whieh 
remained after the greater portion of the improyed land 
of their plantations had been leased to negro tenants. 
The average aren of the farms of negroes was everywhere 
smaller than for those of white except in Vermont, North 
Dakotn, ancl New Mexico, where but few negro formers 
l'eside. The average value per form was also higher 
for forms operated by the whites except in Vermont, 
where there were only 8 colored farmers. 

The negro race like all others, is greatly affected by 
environment. In the North Atlantic division, G\.l.3 per 
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cent of the farms of white farmeJ'S and 65. 3 per cent 
of those of colored farmers were operated hy owners. 
The corresponding percentages for the South Atlantic 
division were 65. 7 and 29.4, respectively. By compar
ing these percentages, it is seen that localities showing 
the largest per cent of owned farms for white.farmers 
show the same relationship for colored farmers. The 
influence of environment is further illustrated by a 
comparison of the data of ownership of farms by white 
and negro farmers in the North and South Central 
divisions. The negro farmer has a greater incentive 
to become an owner in the North, where he comes more 
in contact with farmers by whose example and experi
ence he can profit in his struggle for a higher industrial 
position. 

'rable ov1n prcscnt.s a comparative statement of the 
number of farms opemtcd by white tmd by negro own
ers, managers, tmd temmts in certain counties in Aht
bama, Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana, Missisl::lippi, South 
Carolina, and Texas. The farms classified in the gen
eral tables as those of owners, part owners, and owners 
and temints, U:re here grouped under the general desig
nation of owners. The table shows coml)arisons be
tween the states ns a wholo, :1nd between the 15 coun
ties in each stu,te in which there were the largest and 
the smn.llest proportion of negro farmcrl::l ,June 1, 1900. 

TABLE CVIII.-NUMBER OF' FARMS OF SPECIFIED TEN-
URES, OPERATED BY WI-IITE AND NEGlW FARMERS, 
JUNE 1, 1900, IN ALABAMA, ARKANSAS, GEORGIA, 
LOUISIANA, MISSISSIPPI, SOUTH CAIWLINA, AND 
TEXAS, AND IN SELECTED COUNTIES IN THESE 
STATES. 

A.-IN ALL COUNTIES IN EACH STATE. 

RTATES. 

PARMS OPERATED BY 
Wll!Tg-

l'Al\MS OPJnl\ATED BY 
NEGRO-

Owners. 11~~~1:,· Tenants. Owners. 1~~:~·~- 'rmmnt8, 

--~evenstatCH ..... \ 533,028 -~:-~;· 365:~70 -~06,8;~ ---~~-- ·153,4Gli 

----····-··~------- --··-----------
Alabama.............. 79,R62 802 <18,973 1'1,llO 72 79,887 
Arkansns . .. . . .. . .. . .. 8<1, 79•! 739 46, 178 11, 9•11 80 84, 9[>7 
Georgia............... 77,154 1,394 63,817 ll,375 208 71,239 
Loulslumt............. 38, 323 955 18, 531 9, 378 79 48, 639 
Millslssippi............ 61,048 828 30,253 20,973 107 107,271 
South Carolina • .. .. .. 40, 447 874 28, 633 18, 970 180 66, 231 
Texus....... . .. • .. .. .. 154, 500 2, •169 129, 685 20, 139 91 •15, 242 

13.-IN 15 COUNTIES IN EACH STATE WI'l'H LARGEST PERCENTAGES 
OF NEGRO FARMERS. 

Seven states ...... 
..... ..... Alnbuma ••••••••• 

Arknnsas ...... .. ..... Georgin ......... . ..... Loulslann ......•. 
Mississippi. ......• 
South Carolinn .. 

.... 
..... 

Texn,s .......... .. ····· 
-

51, 180 1,811 

--- ---·· 
9,121 267 

• 7,287 201 
8,851 190 
4, 9'10 261 
8,663 339 

11,840 886 
10,483 167 

82,601 37, 386 354 207, 696 

--- = -----
5,942 4, 770 36 51,873 
4,558 5, 85ll 48 23, 257 
2, 7'19 2,698 66 13, 158 
3,058 2,571 28 27,066 
2,816 3,895 46 <14,959 
6, 6<13 12,341 112 33,181 
6,835 5, 752 18 14, 202 

. 

C.-IN 15 COUNTIES IN EACH STATE WITH SMALLF:ST PERCENTAGES 
OF NEGRO FARMERS. 

Seven stntes . .. . 120, 491 1, 149 6 7, 915 

·Alabama ............. . 
Arkansas ........... .. 
Georgia ............. .. 
Louisiana ........... .. 
Mississippi ...••..•.••. 
South Carollun ....... . 
'rexas ............... .. 

25,458 
25 206 
10; 943 
12, 433 
14,658 
20,190 
11, 603 

143 
206 
51 

198 
52 

271 
228 

1 
1 

-
3, 932 
0,326 
7,515 
4,622 
6,297 
6,352 
8,871 

7,265 58 23,548 

--------
861 2 1,889 
105 2 67 
163 1 438 

l,304 10 1,147 
l,641 7 2,464 
8,28~ 35 18,0{~ 

1 

'rable 01x presents a summary by percentages of the 
same facts for the same states and counties. 

TABLE CIX.-PEH CENT OF FAHMS OF SPECIFIED. 
'fENURES, OPERATED BY WHITE AND NEGRO FARM
EH.'3, JUNE 1, 1900, IN ALABAMA, ARKANSAS, GEORGIA, 
LOUISIANA, MISSISSIPPI, SOUTH CAROLINA, AND 
TEXAS, AND IN SELECTED COUNTIES IN THESE 
STATES. 

A.-IN ALL COUNTIES IN EACH STATE. 

l'AltMB OPEltATED BY 
\VllITE-

FAllMB OPEitATim BY 
Nlm!W-

---S-TA-T-Es-·. ___ 

1

_o_wne1·s. -1~~~~ 'l'==~: Ow~e~~ ;i,~~~:.I Tm:::~ 

Alabam1i ............ .. 
Arkans111J ............. . 
Gcorgiii ............. .. 
Louislim11 ...•......... 
Mississippi ..........• , 
South C1irolin11. ....... . 
Texns ............... .. 

61. 5 
6'1.·I 
ri1 .. 1 
titi.2 
66. 2 
57. 9 
53.8 

0. G 
O.G 
1.0 
1. 7 
o. 9 
1.2 
0. 9 

37. 9 
35. D 
44. 6 
32.1 
32.9 
40.U 
•15.3 

15.0 0.1 8-1.9 
25. •l o. 2 7-1.·l 
13. 7 0.3 ~!i.O 
16.2 0.1 83. 7 
16.3 0.1 83.G 
22.2 0.2 77,1} 
30.8 0.1 69.1 

-- ~---~-=------ ... ---·----·-·-··- -· 

ll,-IN 15 COUN'£IER IN EACH 8'.l'A'l'E WI'l'H r,ARGES'1' PEH Clrn'l' OF 
NEGHO l'ARMEHS. 

---~------·---------·-··---

rt<.n·cn Ht'nkA ...•. 38.1 ]fl.2 0" H-1.6 

Alnb11ma ..........•..• 59.fi 1. 7 il8,8 H .. l 0.1 91,f) 
Arkm1sas .............. !i0.5 1. 7 37. 8 18. 7 0.2 81.1 
Georgia ............... f>(i, 7 2.8 •10. 5 17.11 [),•! 82. 6 
Louisi1n11i •......... : .. fi9.~ a. 2 a7. 0 fi.7 (),] 91,2 
l\IJHHi•slppi , , . , ;, .....• f>3. 7 f>.O 41. 3 8.(1 U. l m.u 
Hcmth <J1trolin11 ........ 112.8 2.0 an. 2 27.0 (), 3 72. 7 
'l'exns ................. 59.9 !.ll 39. 1 28. H 0.1 71.1 

C.-IN 1fi COUNTIES IN EACH STA'l'E WITH BMALLEl:i'l' PER CEN'l' 01' 
NEGIW F ARl\IERS. 

I 

::;eYCll stn,lt·~ .... . -. OH.tl o.n 35.8 23.li I 0 •) 70.S 
. . '··~ _,, ____ = -·--··-~-

Aliib11mn .............. G•l.4 0.4 35. 2 39.1 0.1 60.8 
Arlmm11H •.•••.••...•. 70.5 0.6 28. 9 G0.3 l.2 38.5 
Gcorgi11 ............... 59. l 0.3 •10.G 27.1 0.2 72, 7 
Lonisl1urn ............. 72. 1 1.1 26.8 fJ3. 0 0.'l 4G.G 
MiHRlHHlpp!. ........... !i9.8 0.2 30.0 38.•1 U.2 01..t 
Hon th Cnrollnn ....... M.9 o. 7 44.4 lfi. 8 0 ,, 8·1. [l 
rl'Bxas . ................ 56.0 1.1 42.9 20.li a. 7 60. 7 

-------~--~--------······------~ .......... .. 

In the 15 counties in which negro farmers were rel
atively most numerous, white owners constituted 5\J.8 
per cent of all white farmers. In the 15 counties with 
the smallest percentages of ncgro farmers, the corre
sponding per cent for white owners was 68. 6. In the 
:first set of counties the per cent of owned farms among 
the negl'Oes was 15.2 and in the latter 23.5, or relatively 
about 50 per cent greater. The industrial condition of 
the negro farmer was doubtless correspondingly better 
in the latter than in the former group of counties. The 
condition shown for the average of these seven states 
agrees with that shown by the states, in di vi dually, in six 
out of the seven cuses. In South Carolina there is some 
other regulative force which gives the higher per cent 
of ownership to the counties where the colorc<l farmers 
arc most numerous, the reason for this Vttriation being 
less apparent th11n the fact itself. 

The industrial expel'icnce of the two races, as ex
pressed in the contrast between the percentages for the 
Northern states and those for the South, and compnri .. 
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sons of county groups such as those given m tables 
cvn1 and CIX, justifies the conclusion that an industrial 
separation of the two races and the segregation of the 
negroes in the South 01· North inures to the benefit of 
neither mce. The ncgro, ut leust, makes the better 
progress the more closely h~ is associated with.the white 
man !tnd the more he is enabled to see in the example of 
the white man an incentive for becoming a landowner. 
Take away this exn.inple hy segregating the colored man 
from the white, as in the bluck belt of the South, repeat 
Haiti in a leHser degree, 1tnd some 0£ the Haitian condi
tions Rrc reproduced. Under such ronditions the, pro
gress of the coloreLl man is slower, and the white man, 
ns well u.s the nogro, foils to realize the benefits of a.n 
improvecl industrial order. 

NUMBER AND CHAUACTim OF FARMS Ol'ERATED DY 

INDIAN l!'AIUifERS. 

Table ox presents the number of farms operated by 
Indiuns, classified by area, principal som·ce of ineome, 
amount of income, and tenure, by g·eographic divi
siomi. Tables axr gives the pcrcentnges for each g-ronp 
of farms so classified, nnd table cxu shows the per cent 
or farms of Inclio.ns belonging to mch of the several 
subgroups in the four dHforent classificatiorn;. 

TAlll,E CX.-NUMBER OF FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, OPERATED 
BY INDIAN FARMI~RS, IN SPEOIFrnDGROUPS OFl<'ARJ\IS 
CLASSIFIED BY AREA, PRINOIPAL SOUlWE OF INCOME, 
VALUI~ OF PRODUCTS 01!' 1890 NOT li'ED TO LIVE STOCK, 
AND TENUUI<:, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

A.-l'ARMS Cf,ASSII<IED IIY AltEA IN ACRES. 

I (Jio:[)(/RAPl!J(J nrvrnrONH. 

'L'h~ 1-.----c-·--,-----,-------~--
CllWUl'S OF FARMS. Unltccl 

Stat~~. North South North South West- Alti,•kn 
Atlan· Atlnn· Con- Con- cm 1tndH11-

Uc. tic. tml. tml. · wa!i,l 

Toto.I ............. rn, 910 366 935 •I, 637 7, 85'1 _o, 01s ········ 
--~-..-- -~-- --- ,-~--· 

______ ,. ___ = 
Unclcrs .... , .......... ~ 781 1 5 71 75 H2D ········ 8 11nd nndor 10 ......... 2,112 23 89 272 6fi7 1, 071 ......... 
10 11n<l 1111cler 20 ........ 2,621 fi3 108 440 998 1, 016 ........ 
20 and umler liO ........ •l,062 136 S02 799 1,li18 1, 808 ........ 
50 an cl under 100 ••••••• 2, 506 so 209 '11\) IJH 8fi3 ........ 
100 nnd unclor 175 •••.•• 8,529 57 1H 055 l,6H 11 Ofl9 ........ 
171i and unclor 200 •••••• 397 10 51 236 414 18G ......... 
200 o.nd under 600 •••••• 1,572 5 20 725 fifiO 266 ........ 
600 and uncler 1,000 ••••• 1,211 1 7 708 3.U 15.l ........ 
1,000 nnd oycr .......... 020 1 ......... 306 237 76 ········ 

·-- ---·· ~--

B.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY l'RINCIPAL SOURCE 01!' INCOME, 

----· 
111 183 2 027 2,673 3, 152 .. ~ ..... 

61 55 
1
147 01 HS ········ 15 6 13 24 80 ........ 

48 11'1 1,~~ 2, 209 1, 767 ........ 
25 2 •16, 175 .......... .......... 11 2 2 ........ . ....... .......... 230 1 1,uS2 ······· . ........ 

lllty 1m<l gro.!n , .... , .. . 8, 140 
Veget11b1es............. 7u7 
Fruits.................. 138 
Live stock. .. . .. .. . .. . .. 5, 688 
D11lry produce.......... 805 
'robo.ceo • . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . 15 
Cotton....... .. . .. . . . . . . 1, 803 
Rice............................ ........ . .. ,.... . ............ .. 
Sug1ir................... 10 ........ 1 ........ 9 .............. . 
lrJOW<ll'A!llld plant.~............ ........ ........ ........ ....... .. ....•. 
Nursery products ............................................................ . 
'fnro ........ ............ ··~····· ................................................ . 
Coffee.......................... ....... ... . •• •• , ••..• 
~ll•cellancous .. .. .. . .. . 2, 908 . 100 . 3S3' • BBO. G98 . i; ooi : .. : . : .. 

1 No Indian farmers reported In Al11sk11 or Hawaii. 

TABLE CX.-NUMBER OF FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, OPERATED 
BY INDIAN FARMERS, IN SPECIFIED GROUPS OF FARMS 
OLA8SIFIED BY AREA, PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, 
\r ALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, 
AND TENURE, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS-Con
tinued. 

0.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY VALUE 01~ PRODUCTS OF 1SQ9 NOT 11ED 
TO T,lVE STOCK. 

GEOGRAPHIC D!YISIONB. 
The 

United ·-· -··---.. 
GROUl'S OF FARMS, States. North Son th North South Altiska 

Atl11n· Atlo.n- Oen~ Ccn- Wust· o.ncUin· Pl'll, tic, tic. trul. tmL Wtlli,1 

.. --- ------ --··~-·~ 
~--- --- -----·- ----$0 ....................... 1, 681 I 7 407 53:! 733 ········ $1 and under$50 ........ 4,208 •17 157 1,0li8 1,023 1, 913 ........ 

$60 and under $100 .....• S,300 li1 1G1 1,040 7ti4 l,'l.75 ........ 
$100 o.nd under $250 •... 5,395 127 806 1,343 2, Olf> 1, GO·i ........ 
$250 1md unclcr $500 .... 2, 787 85 189 483 1,406 624 ........ 
$600 and under 11\000 ... 1,542 so 91 216 905 294 ........... 
$1,000 and under 2,500. 777 14 23 6'l M2 13'1 ........ 
$2,500 and oyer ......... 220 2 1 10 166 ·il ........ 

D.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY TENURE. 

Owners ................. 18, oos j 312 688 ·1,465 6,362 G,181 . ....... 
Part owners ............ 634 33 36 (13 106 296 . ........ 
Owners an cl tenants .... 1~g I '"'"'"i' 2 7 63 38 ........ 
llI1umgers ............... 2 10 30 19 . ....... 
Cnsh tcmmts ........... 228 3 72 14 112 27 ........ 
Share tcmmts .......... 968 17 135 78 081 67 ........ 

l No Indian farmers reported in Alaska or H11wn!l, 

TA~LE CXI.-PER CENT 01!"' ALI, l!'ARMS, JUNli; l, UlOO, IN 
SPECIFIED GROUPS OF FAiiMS CLASSIFIED BY AB.EA, 
PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PRODUCTS 
OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, AND TENURE, WHICH 
WERE OPERATED BY INDIAN FARMERS, BY. GEO
GRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

A.-FAR!vIS CLASSIFIED BY AREA IN ACRES. 

. 
GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

'L'he 
GJ'.OUl'B 01' FARMS. United North South I North South West Alasks. 

States. Atlun· Atlan- Central Oen- ern di o.nd 
tio ell- tic ell· cllvi· trnl di· 1 • Ha-
vision. Yision. sion. vision. v s!on. waii,l 

------------
All farms ......... 0.4 (2) 0.1 0,2 0,4 2.7 ........ 

--- -----= ----·--
Under 3 ................. 1.9 (') 0.1 0,6 1.1 9.8 ········ 3 and under 10 .......... 0.9 0.1 0.2 0.5 1.1 8.1 ········ lOo.nd under20 ......... 0.7 0,1 0,1 0.6 o. 6 5.7 .. -...... 
20 and under 00 ......... 0.3 O.l 0.1 0,2 0,3 3.8 ........ 
50 and under 100 ........ 0.2 

~ 
0.1 0.1 o.s 3,0 ...... •,• 

100 o.nd under 175 ....... 0.2 t 0.1 0.5 1.5 ......... 
175 and under 260 •.•.••• 0.2 ') 0.1 0,4 1.1 ········ 260 and under 000 •••.••• 0.4 2) 0,4 o.s 0.8 ......... 
000 and under 1,000 ..... 1.2 0.1 1.7 1. 4 1.1 .......... 
1,000 and over .......... 1.8 

I ···-···· 2,7 1,4 o. 7 ........ 

B.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME. 

Hay and grain.......... 0.6 0.1 O.l 0.3 1.2 4,4 
Vegetables.............. 0,5 0.1 0.2 0.8 0.3 3.7 
Fruits................... O. 2 0.1 (2\ O.l o. s O.S 
LlYe stock • .. . .. • ... .. .. O. S (~) 0, l o. 2 0.8 2, 5 
Dniry produce.......... 0.1 ( ) (~) 0,1 0.1 o. 6 
'l'obacco ...... .......... ('l () (2) (2) .............. . 
Cotton.................. 0.2 ........ O.l 0.1 0,2 .............. . 
Rice ............................................................ : ............ . 

~W~~rs"aiiiiiiirin.t8::::: .... ?:~. :::::::: .... ~:~. :::::::: ... ~:~. ::::::: :::::::: 
Nnrseryprodncts ............................................................ . 
Taro ......................................................................... . 
Coffee ....................................................................... .. 
M!sce1J11neous .. • • ..... • 0.3 0.1 0.1 o,a o. 2 2, 7 ....... . 

l No Indilln farmers reported in Alaska or Hawaii. 
'Less thu.n one· tenth of 1 per cent. 



FARMS CLASSIFIED BY COLOR OR RACE OF FARMER. ex iii 

TABLE CXI.-PER CENT OF ALL FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, IN 
SPECIFIED GROUPS OF FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA, 
PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PRODUCTS 
OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, AND TENURE, WHICH 
WERE OPERATED BY INDIAN FARMERS, BY GEO
GRAPHIC DIVISIONS-Continued. 

<:.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED TO 
LIVE STOCK. 

GROUPS OF FARMS. 

II OEOGRAPHl(I DIVISIONS. 

The ·-·-··-.-----····· -··----

United North South North South West;.. Alnska 
States. Atlnn- Atlnn- Central Oen- ern di and 

tic di· tic di· div!- tml ell- 1 1 · Hn
vlslon. vision. slon. vision. v s on. wttll,l 

·------- ---- --------- ---·· --··-
$0 ....................... S.2 0.1 0.1 2.9 2.5 8.0 
$1 null under 350 ••••..•. 2.5 0.•1 0. 3 8.1 1. 7 18.1 
$ii0 and under $100 •••••. 1.1 0.2 0.2 1.4 0.7 9.3 
$100 nnd under $250 •.... 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.4 4.0 
$21i0 tmd under 3500 ••... 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 1.8 
lfflOO nnd undor $1,000 ••• 0.1 f:l m m 

0.3 0.6 
$1,000 nml under$2,500 •• 0.1 0.6 0.8 
$2,fiOO nnd over .......... 0.2 1.0 0.2 

D,-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY SPECIAI, TENURI~. 

Owners ............... .. 
l'1irt. owners •.•••..••..•• 
Owners and tena.nts .... 
Mm1ngers .•.......•...•• 
Cnsh tenants ........... . 
Shnro ten an ts •.•.••..... 

0.6 0.1 
0.1 0.1 

(~F ... ~Il ... 
0.1 ( 

0.9 
0.1 
0.4 
0.3 

(") 
0.2 

s. 7 
1.2 
2.6 
0.3 
0,2 
O.B 

1 No Tn<lhm fnrmorH reported in Alusk1i <>r llliwnll. 
• L~ss Lhnn one-tenth of 1 per cent. 

TAnLJ~ OXII.-PER CENT OF ALL FARMS OPERATED JW 
INDIAN FARMERS, .TUNB 1, moo, IN SPECIFmD GH.OUPS 
OF FARMS CLASSIFrnD BY AREA, PIUNCIPAL SOUIWE 
OF INCOME, V ALUI~ OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED 
TO LIVE STOCK, AND BY TENURE, BY GEOGRAPHIO 
DIVISIONS. 

A.-FARM8 CLASSIFIED BY AREA IN ACHTGS. 

u1~rn1nA111uc nrvrsroNs. 

'!'he -·--------.. ··-··----·-······- ---·-----
mtoUl'S 01•' FAmrn. ¥t1\tetl North South North Huuth Wt•Ht· Alliskn 

ll es. Atlnn· ALl!Ul· Cen· Con- or.n 11mllfa· 
tic. tic. trnl. tml. • wnll.l 

-------·- ·--- -----·-- -····-· ............. -···-··--

'rotnl .. .. .. .. .. .. . 100. o 100. o 100. o 100. o 100. o •100. o ...... .. 

Under 8 ................ !l.O 0.3 O.fi 1.5 1.0 U.5 
3 nnd uniler 10 ......... 10.6 0.3 9.fi 5. 0 8. 9 16.2 
10 und under 20 ........ 13.2 1'1.f) 11.6 9.6 rn.o 15. •1 
20 11nd under 50 ........ 20. •1 30.9 32.3 17.2 20. 7 10.8 
50 nnd under 100 ....... 12.6 21.8 22.<1 0.1 12.8 12.9 
10011n<l under 175 ...... 17. 7 16. (i 15.4 Hl 22. 0 10.0 
175 nn<l under 2£i0 ...... ti.fl 2. 7 5.5 5.1 5. 6 2.8 
260 nnd under UDO ...... 7.9 1.3 2.1 15.o 7.6 4.0 
liOO nn<l nndur 1, 000 •... 0.1 0.8 0.7 15.3 4.6 2,B 
I, 000 nnd over ......... 8.1 o.a 6.6 3.2 1.1 

1!.-FARMS CLASSJFilm BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME. 

Hll)'llll<lgmln ••... : .•. I 
Vegetnhlcs ............ . 
Fruits ................. . 
Livestock ............ .. 

40.911 8.9 
0. 7 

28.3 

30.; I 16. 7 
4.1 

13.l 

107\l\l-A!iH-l"l' J--8 

19.61 •l3.7136.'l 1·~1-.. :~-~ 5.0 3,2 0.8 0.7 ...... .. 
0.6 0.3 0.3 1.2 ...... .. 

12. 2 32. 4 30. l 26. 7 ...... .. 

TABLE CXII.-PER CENT OF ALL FARMS OPERATED BY 
INDIAN FARMERS, JUNE 1, 1900, IN SPECIFIED GROUPS 
OF FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA, PRINCIPAL SOURCE 
OF INCOME, VALUE ·OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED 
TO LIVE STOCK, AND BY TENURE, BY GEOGRAPHIC 
DIVISIONS-Continued. 

B.-FARMS CLASSIFrnD BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOMF...-Contlnued. 

GEOGRAPIIIC DIVISIONS, 

GROUPS OF FARMS, 

--------1--- --------- ···--- ----
Da.lryproduce.......... 1.8 6.8 0.2 2.5 o.o 2,7 ...... .. 
Tobacco................ 0.1 1. 2 (') ('l ............. .. 
Cotton.................. 9.4 24,6 (2) 22.2 .............. . 
ltlco.................... ........ ........ 0.1 .................. , ......... .. 
S11gt1r • .. .. .. • .. .. • • .. • • (') . .. .. .. . . .. .. • . • .. • • • • • • 0.1 .............. . 
Flowers nncl pla.nttt ......................................................... . 

~~~~~~:.~~~~:~~~~::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::: ::::::: :::::::: 
CoITee ....................................................................... . 
Mlsccllnncous.......... 14.9 20.0 35.6 17.9 9.5 15.1 ...... .. 

C.-FARM8 cr,ASSIFIED BY VAJ,UE OF PRODUCTS OF 1890 NOT Fim TO 
LIVE S'.l'OCIC. 

$0 ....................... 8.4 0.3 0.8 8.81 7.2 
$1 and under $1i0 .....••. 21.1 12.8 16.8 28.0 13. 9 
$50 and lllHlcr $100 ...... 10.0 14.8 17.2 22.5 10.4 
$100 nncl 1111tlcr $250 ..... 27.1 8'1. 7 82, 7 20.0 27.4 
s2rio 1ind nndur $500 ..... H.O 23.2 20.2 10.4 lU.1 
$500 nml u11dt1r $1,000 ... 7.H 9.8 9.7 4.7 12.3 
$1,000 ancl nmler ~2,flOO. H.9 8.8 2.5 1.4 7.4 
$2,flOO 1md over •.•...••• 1.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 2.3 

D.-FAltMS cr,ASSIFIED BY 'rENUim. 

Owners ................. 00.4 85.3 78. 0 oo. n 
l'nrt owners ............ 2. 7 9,0 8.0 1. 4 
owners nnd tena.nts .••• o. 6 .... o.T 0.2 0.1 
M11nngers .............. o.s 0.2 0.2 
Cnsh tenants ........... 1.1 0.8 7. 7 o. 3 
Share tmmnts .......... <1.9 •1,(1 1<1.4 1.7 

.. 

1 No Incllnn fnrmera l'OJlOl'tcd Jn Alt1Rk11 01• Hnw11ll. 
•Less tlmn one-tenth of 1 pt•r eont. 

86.5 
1. •l 
0.9 
0 .. 1 
1. 5 
0.8 

11.1 . ....... 
28.0 ········ 10. 3 . ....... 
24.2 . ....... 

II, •l ········ 4.5 ········ 2.0 . ....... 
0.6 . ........ 

93. ·l . ....... 
4.5 . ....... 
o.o . ....... 
0.8 ········ o. •1 . ....... 
9.8 . ....... 

The Indians in nearly !ill ptirts of the country find their 
principal source of agricultural income in tho mising 
of live stock and in tho cultivatkm of hay 11nd grtdn. 
Their incomes were mostly small, fLlthough in the 
South Central division, notably in Indian Territory, in
come8 of considemble sizo were reported. The Indian 
fo.rmers wero nearly always owners, an cl when reported 
as termnts they held their titles from other Indians and 
not from white men. It is not improbn.J.>le that a moro 
perfect statement of the fact~ would show that the greater 
portion of those here reported lts tenants should have 
been reported as owners. 

Table oxnr gives, by states and territories, the acre
age, reported values of farm property and products, 
and expenditures of Incliitn £arms, with a \rerages and 
percentages. 



CXlV STATISTICS OF AG RI CULTURE. 

T.rnr.u OXJII.-NUMBER AND ACREAGE OF FARMS OF INDIAN FARMERS AND VALUE OF SPECIFIED FORMS 
. STATES AND 

STATES AND TltRillTORlES, 

NlJMilER 01' FAllMB, 

Totnl. 
With 
build
ings. 

AClll1lAOE, JUNE 11 1000. 

Totnl. 

--~-r ,,, "'"' 
Im- lm-

provecl. provecl. 
•rota!. 

'VAt,UJ~ OF FARM PROP!CllTY, JUNE 1, 1000. 

J,and and lm-
l)rovements ilcll 

(except bnllcl- Bu ngs. 
ings). 

Implement~ 
nnd 

mnchlnery, 
U vc stock. 

---------~-1·------ -------- ______ ,, _______ _ ------1-----· ----·---- -- --~-·-----···-

'rhe United Stntes.... 19,910 17,534 3, 433, 568 874, 385 25,fi $38, 2311, •178 $18, 210, 243 $3, 778, 946 $1, 7fifi, lf>l 
== ~----·,-::::=~=;;:.::.:=-~ 

North Atlnnlic division.... 866 353 22, 782 H, G39 r.4. 3 651,f>71 378, 612 167, 240 39, 72B 70, 090 
····-----· ~--·- ~~--···· -~-- ··- ---

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
,g 

.Mnlflc •.•••••..• •...•.•. 5 li . 312 7·1 23. 7 3,048 1, 290 1, 160 192 •106 

9 
10 
n 

New Hampshire .......................... .. 
Vermont .................................. . 
~lnssnchusotts..... ..... .. 22 !.?2 
Rhodelslnncl. ............................ .. 
Connecticut............ 2 2 
New York.............. Bill 321 
New Jersey ................................ . 
Pennsylvl\nll\ • • • • . • • . .. 6 ~ 

12 South Atlrmtlu E11VIRion ; ••• 1)85 908 

13 
14 
15 
){! 

17 
1!1 
10 
20 
21 

Dcln.wnre .................................. . 
:Mn1•ylnnc1 ................................. . 
District ot Colnmbln. ...................... . 
Vlrglnl11...... ...••.. .•• :!9 \19 
West Virgin In ............................. . 
North Ca.rolinl\,.... ••.. 868 8'11 
Sonlh C1trol1m1...... ••• 20 20 
Gcorg!n....... •••••.• ... S 

.Florldn.................. 6 

l,3fi7 

20, 744 

312 

110, 028 
noo 

65 
172 

•Jl3 

22 

181 

21,30·1 

lll, 931 
323 
ao 

103 

as.o 
li7.2 

a3.r1 

:12. 7 
M.1 
.JG.2 
59,\l 

31 1 r,32 

0, 083 
GOl, 797 

~. 211 

liOll,98\l 
8,3113 

r.23 
(i,286 

!2 NorthCcntml(llYi•lon..... •l,037 4,259 1·,42·1,ll-13 li0,482 12.0 9, 716, 8:l4 

~a Ohio .................... --- - 2 ·····--·---·!-.:.~~ 1- ·· ~.1:11-~7,- -- - :,·~,·.·~1· 24 l11c1inn11........ ......... l9 19 .. ~ 
7, 181 

M,708 
25 Illlnols ..................................................................... .. 
2G l\llchlgnn............... 3'17 3:10 
27 Wis co us! n • • • .. • • • • • • .. • 462 4,13 
28 Mlnncsotn.............. Ml 3~7 

20 Town ....... ~................ 27 17 
30 MIH8tl\ll'l................ 3 3 
SI NorthDu.kolii.......... 1,tl!O 1,203 
32 Sonlh Dnkol11 •• • • ...... 1, 788 1, 507 
33 Ncbrnskn .•...•. . :.. .... 249 231 
34 Knnsns . . . • . • . • • • .. . • • • • 8ll Ht 

S5 Soull1 Central d!vMon ..... 7, SM 7, !5io 

36 Kentucky ............. . 11 11 
37 'fen n CSHCC ..... - ....... . 12 11 
38 Alnbnml\ ............. .. 1'1 HI 
89 Mississippi ••..•....•••. 328 31'l 
40 I.onMnnn •....•.....•.. 62 f>9 
41 'l'cxns ...•.........••... 51 51 
42 Okln.homtt •..•••...••••. 915 80f> 
48 Indinn Tcrrllor)' .••.•.. 
44 Arlrnmn• .......... ;.· ... . 

6, 957 5,887 
4 4 

lf>, J.1.1 ' 
(i2, 138 
Ol, 378 

rnm 
fiO 

1'14,7H 
l,lm,fiM 

31,691 
13,010 

;I 0.111 
10, G07 
Ill, l•JB 

30 
·10,208 
77, 876 
9, 97C. 
7,8'11 

·Hl.ll 
~0.3 

2·1.7 
100.0 

r.o.o 
27.8 
7.1 

ai. r, 
G0.2 

:l08, 2foli 
~118,0·17 

789, (i\)Q 

38,li3'1 
1177 

1, ll37, 105 
5, 170, 153 

060,082. 
•132, 092 

1, 2!11, lHii ·171, 78·1 :17, 4 17, 941, 8U7 
-------~···-------- ----··~-- ---~'---

lJOl 331 :16. 7 4, 2Q.1 
413 161 :w. 0 G, 548 

1, 008 22-1 20. 4 9, M2 
17, 12•1 7, 80•1 •15. 6 9G, 400 

·I, rm 1, 006 21. li 32, 835 
4,l:IM 1,201 2·1,7 ·37,201 

23'1,llfi.1 I ·H,li20 19.0 :l,1\27,455 
OOG, 78'1 ·llu, 411\ 41. 8 J&, 225, 03ll 

2·15 110 •H. 9 s, 113 

11, 870 

4, 900 
349, 190 

fi, 350 

1"1,820 

1,600 
1'18,810 

HOO 

:i 74, 930 nz, r123 

23, 7li0 

840, 885 
fi~ 79r, 

2rio 
4,290 

ii,!IHO, 563 

4, 675 
41, 580 

1901 475 
009, 715 
090,816 
20, 200 

f>60 
280,865 

a, 2s5,aor, 
518, :170 
283, 1H2 

7, 38·1, ,199 

2, 725 
4, 930 
4, 885 

53, 700 
20, 110 
22,711 

1,489, 331 
5, 784, 046 

2,0li5 

81,73:l 
7'15 
200 
2ll0 

799, 828 

1, 025 
7, MO 

M,MO 
ll9, 03f) 
7fi,7fi0 

2,010 
1'10 

175, OBO 
.207, G7fi 

63, 79" 
51,528 

2,071, 2(>0 

425 
460 

1,875 
16, 498 
3,420 
4,845 

200, 909 
1,842, 983 

335 

1, 875 

:l7, 276 

Hi,7li0 

lt>li 
JO 
~1 

48H,310 

1,f>31i 

15,4•15 
a7,·J07 
40,490 
a,200 

f\H 
· 102, :l95 
~M0, 17fl 
~m, 7;l~ 

l0,f107 

,072, !10;1 

fl7 
:.!(in 
410 

a,R12 
R90 

1,008 
Hfi,fill 

5HO, 217 
12r. 

45 Wc~lcrn ell vision •••...••••. 0, 018 •t, 869 062, O·J7 lUG, 176 29. (l 9, BG5, 975 4, 190, 589 048, 105 539, 424 
~~--~- --~~~--~~--~-~111--~~--11-~-~~-1------1-~-~~--

~6 Iltou tnnn • -. ·•..•....... 281 280 36, 554 18, 539 liO. 7 1, 010, 158 810, 545 79, 155 73, 080 
4.7 Wyoming •• ·••••••••••. 107 128 22, 380 1, 88f> 8. •! 94, 067 29, 800 12, 980 oar. 
48 Colorado .. • • • • .. .. • • • • . 15 15 2, 320 257 11.1 7, 431 a, 995 1, 245 1, 2•10 
49 New Mexico............ 1, 401 985 62, 472 2t>. 544 37. 7 794, 226 aoo, 330 13, 805 53, 463 
60 Arlzonn ................ 1,770 828 48,50'2 26,782 61.6 1,ll!I0,864. fi73,070 80,830 67,915 
Ill Utnh ................... 199 140 18,983 li,808 30,0 324,287 109,386 34,794 15,98!i 
li2 Nevada •• - • ••••. ••• • • •. 155 186 5, 635 2, 552 .Ji>.S 81, HO 89,526 6, 135 7, 815 

-!ill Idnho ••..•... , ......... 568 4-04 JOl,869 3'1,863 33.7 1,491,067 649
1
1'15 126,195 122,528 

M Wnshlnglon ·........... 966 007 111, 180 29, 896 26. 9 1, 847, 635 989, 829 180, 230 llll, 129 
1ili Oregon· .. ··............ 448 •105 201, 826 40, 920 20. 3 962, 651i 674, 329 64, 881 42, srn 
56 Cnlifornh1 •••••••••••.•. 658 rm 55,326 l.l,f124 21.0 762,.843 454,035 98,855 33,921 

57 Alnsku ........................................ . 
58 llawnll. ....................................... . 

2, OGl 

sos 
61i, r.15 

800 

77, 207 

·1,200 

iO,tlll 
l,(108 

103 
(1~5 

~.fi·M, 1;13 

r.;o 
•J,0()3 

·12, 7\!6 
81,HllO 

, R2,6'1S 
G,fil9 

lf\ll 
769, 211\ 

l,•117,!1:18 
r~2, 1:.9 
81l, 115 

\197 
H05 

~,!t72 

~21 4•1il 
7,015 
\l, 137 

751, 7().1 
7, 017, 793 

fi98 

3, 987, 857 

li·10, 778 
[l(),942 

95'1 
377,128 

1,817, 9•111 
16•!, 122 
27, 07'! 

nos, mo 
fih8,•H7 
181, 132 
171\,!i32 



FARMS CLASSIFIED BY COLOR OR RACE OF FARMER. cxv 
OF FARi\I PHOPERTY, VALUE OF l'ROI)UC'r,"', ANI) EXPEND '" ~ ~ ITURES FOR LABOR AND FERTILIZEris, BY 'fEHIUTORIE8. · 

\' .\ l.lllS OF l'RO!ll'CTR, 189<J. 

'l'ohil. 

14'11 H80 

!i14 

'J.'i.7,0M~ 

B,OHO 

l,70:. 

l,lfill,~O:l 

1,•IH9 
1(1,(lrlr> 

ll2, J.10 
'if~, O·M-

11»1,~~9 

r1 1 AAH 
:l\)H 

2t\O, 47(1 
fi4.!l1tma 
fi:l,21H 
7~, HrlG 

4, 101, '1G7 

2,SOll 
1, 751\ 
1,771 

6(1, lG•l 
17, ;on 
rn.020 

2•1H, (l(l3 
3, NR, OUO 

1,H·IO 

1, 72l, 1\!7 

251, 667 
ll,8U8 
8,018 

148, 753 
224,122 
84, 4lli 
JH,857 

232,527 
403, 171 
121, 762 
273,437 

, Fed to Not fed to 
11\'c sto<:k. live stock. 

3li, 210 .108, 176 

: :: ::: : : : : :1::::::::::: 
l\!7 

ll7, !i'iO 

l,tiH~ 

........... ! .......... . 
··········· ........... . 

l, l1H 1:!,~0(i 

··········· .......... . 
!\28 

:l70 

lfi, H•19 
22,fiHH 
:io, mo 
l,4tM 

Ill 
Hi\R'14 

10\l, l>ltl 
17, Hlfi 
lfl, ~~H 

ml,Hnl 

362 
:lSll 
488 

n,ooo 
1,mlO 
2,HI 

77, 0(17 
ft!:.?. 77'2 

:!Of> 

.J>lf>, 20:! 

Rfl, 991 
n, 100 

921 
3» 1 502 

390 
JO, 933 
8, 700 

89,fl36 
138, 170 
88, 528 
81, 820 

1,:12() 

000,·llii> 

1HJ, !.!Ul 
f,2, tlGG 
7R1 7~0 

11\•1:.?~ 

:1~2 

:!O:l,ll:ll 
·112,207 
ao, 11:1 
m,r.22 

H, -l80, :194 

l,Ml 
1, •116 
l, 2Ha 

59,G0-1 
lfi, 770 
10,882 

17!,flSG 
31 22f>, ~HR 

l,MI 

ltif>, 6711 
192 

2, 097 
113, 21\1 
223, 732 
23, 482 
9,657 

142, 991 
2<15, 001 
88,284 

2"1,011 

KXPENDITURES, 
1899. AVERAGE VAJ.Ull PER !'ARM. 

.. . .. ............ ______ , \------· --------·-------

A VER AGE EXPENDI• 
TURES !'ER FAR!!, 

1899 . 

Per cent 
not fed, 
to v1ilue 
Ofpl'Op· 

l'l'ty. 

Ln.bor. Ferti
lizers. 

Parm property, June 1,1900. Products, 1899. Average 

1---;;----;----;---.---11----,---llv~~:g(r 

Totn.1. 

Lo.ml nnd 
Improve-

ments lluilcl· 
(except lngs. 
build-
lngR). 

Imple-
ments Live 

nnd ma- stock. 
ehlnery. 

Not fed 
Totnl, to live 

stock, 

product~ 
Of 1899 
not fed. Labor. Ferti

lizers. 

323, 273 $1, 921 $915 $190 $88 $i28 5371 $301 51. 75 319 

:1u. 2 H.f>·l7 rn, ao:i 

12, 7;.i 17, lll(I 
:m ~70 

!l,:J :M,80fi 

10. 7 fill 
.H, •J 285 

ir..o 
fi. 7 

10. 0 
11.r> 
3U. l 
lli.2 
8.0 
fi.5 

l:J. :l 

10. 4 

l, 902 
2,893 
4,r,rn 

200 

•l,OllO 
·14, 210 

1,.115 
ri,a~r, 

209, 7:;31 

HO 

15 
30 

350 

20 

1,49(1 

40.2 40 ........ .. 
21.tl 30 ........ .. 
13,4 83 
Ii!. R 
·18.8 
20. 3 
0.8 

21. 2 
52.Jo! 

J:l.O 

Hl.·1 
0,2 

28.2 
14.3 
11.2 
7.2 

11.9 
9.6 

14,3 
9.2 

31. 7 

009 
2fi 
28 

12,4c.7 
190,4M 

JOO 

llO,fiOO 

17,070 

1, 294 
fl,Oiit 
1,115 

5GO 
29, 195 
33, 147 
13,458 

9,0<10 

1,396 
5 
6 

l,li27 

5 

290 
98 
25 

1,209 

li02 - ·• -~ .... ,. \l\l ___ 20_ .. k~ ~~ ~ - 3.47 -~ ___ 21_1 12. 

998 

l,Or.7 

ll,fi\)il 
2,R79 

" .. • • • ... " .... •• " .... •••• ................ • ................... , : .................. I 13 

609 

393 
290 

H4 

245 

94 
37 
G7 
fi8 

3tl 108 

85 

125 

383 354 

202 
IM 

06 
:w 

233 
188 

49 
260 

7.19 

3.32 
4. 86 

.................... ' 14 

.. .................. i 15 
3tl a:»·· rn 

.................... 17 
15 20 : 18 

2 14119 
~:~~ ····--·~.;· ""···2~·1 ;~ 

I 
1, 2t\U lia lOfJ MO 205 1\14 o. GO 8 .......... I 22 ·------··-·-··-- ----- --- --··- --1 
2, 38H R12 152 288 7.J.l 38·1 4. 80 2f1 .......... I 23 
2, 188 395 81 211) 529 .413 6. 88 j2 •.•••••••• ! 24 

888 ""'"563' ""i57' ....... 45· ""'i2:i' ""i79' ""'"i83' ·····3:06' ······"[,' ::::::::::1 ;~ 
1, 987 
2,316 
1,.m 

1,0!ll 

[1, 20tl 

882 
546 
682 
294 
622 
729 

2, 702 
2,50G 

778 

1, .Jlli 

S,595 
M7 
490 
or17 

1, 124 
1,630 

fl21i 
2, 048 
1, 913 
2,173 
1, 159 

l, 515 
1, 733 

970 
187 
220 

1,810 

21'1 81 177 162 114 1.01 0 .......... !' 27 
222 119 2•J2 3J9 281 l, 2$ 13 1 I 28 
97 119 2·11 218 164 6. 71 7 ..... "". ~ 29 
47 29 63 133 127 6.36 .................... ' 30 

183 78 li85 20/i 151i 1. 41 3 ..... " •.. \ 31 
150 139 793 292 231 o. 37 ..•.• " •.. '. ~2 
250 
1\21 

103 210 214 145 1.14 G .......... / 33 
127 1,037 878 694 4.43 G4 ~ ! 31 

1,004 282 91 1,063 5ii8 474 2.77 29 .......... !! 35 
--m--38- --5--91- --209--176 ~~ifi ---4-~: 86 

411 38 22 75 146 11$ 3. 43 2 ........ " 87 
849 184 29 170 126 92 1.17 G 38 
16'1 50 12 68 202 182 3. 48 2 •l 89 
325 55 14 128 286 254 8. 38 . " - . . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . 40 
4>15 85 20 179 256 213 2, 2·1 1 .......... 41 

l, 628 220 93 821 272 187 o. 73 14 • • • . . . . • • • 42 

i{! s~.~ ~~ 1,i~~ ~~; ~:; ~:;~ ;;, 1:::::::::: !! 
033 98 81 603 260 193 1. 93 17 .. "".. •. 45 

~7----mi2~ 1,92•1 -SW --·59() ~ ---01-1=:~146 
178 78 6 805 59 1 0.01 ..................... ' 47 
266 88 83 64 201 140 0,90 .................... 

1 
48 

250 10 38 269 lOG '80 1.81 1 .......... ; 49 
324 17 38 745 127 126 5.14 3 .......... : 50 
050 175 80 825 178 118 1.24 6 .......... 1 51 
255 40 50 179 118 62 ], 71 4 .......... li2 

1,153 224 217 J,054 418 254 1,40 52 ii5S 
1, 025 187 123 578 417 274 2, 38 84 .......... ! 54 
1, 522 145 97 409 275 199 0, 44 80 .......... ! 55 

690 160 .12 267 416 867 4. 37 15 21 56 

.................................... :::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: ::::::::::11 :~ .......... -······· ................. . 
---'-----"'------.. ~----·~---



cxvi STATISTICS OF' AGRICUUl'URE. 

As w11.s explained in the discussion of the figures of 
fable Lx1x, the 19,910 farms of Indians in reality rep
resent more than that number of farm families, particu
hirly in Arizona and New Mexico. The totril acreage 
accredited to the Indians was 3,433,568, or an average 
of 172.5 acres. Of this land 25.5 per cent was im
proved. Including the value of live stock and of imple
ments, their farms had a reported value of $38,239,478, 
or $1,921 per farm. Of that average $Hl5 represented 
the value of h111d; $190, that of buildings; $88, that of 
implements 1111d nmchinel'y; and $728, that of live stock. 

The most valuable far1mi reported for Indians were 
in Kansas, where the averltge, including the vnlue of 
lands, buildings, etc., was $5,206. In Montana the 
corresponding tweragewns $3,595; in Oldahoma, $2, 762; 
in Indian Tenitory, $2,556; in Maine, $!HO; in South 
Carolinli, $4:20; in Mi:;::;ouri, $326; nncl in Georgia, $208. 
The greatest value of live stock per fnrm, .$1,924, wa:; 
in Montarn1, ·and the lowest, $54, in Georgia. 'l'his 
value in Indian Territory WEts $1,178, and in Kansus 

'$1,037. 
In most of the st11tos :for which stn.tistics of 11gricul

tn~,c mnong the Indians are given, the tribes were 
locnted on reservations, ancl as this i8 the first time such 
sttitistics lmve appeared in Etny census publication, a 
ge1H'r:tl statement lms been prcpEtrcd of the elm.meter 
of thn agricultuml opemt.ions. on 1tll the resenrations 
from which separate report8 were returned by the 
ennmcmtor:-;, and will be found under the he1icl of "In
dian reservatiomi," following the genernl tu,lllcs. 

.Aocomp1111ying this detailed infornmtion minting to 
the chn,racter <rf agriculture on the Indinn re::mrvationlii, 
M'e briefer statements concerning all other lndinns in 
the United States whose· farming operntions ttro re
ported in the statistics of thb volume. 

NU;\JBJ.;!t AND ACirns OJP b'ARMS Ol'EltATim BY OIInms1~, 
,JAPANESE, AND HAWAIIAN l!'AUllIIms. 

'l'AUU' CX!V.-NUMBER OF FARMS, JUNiij 1, moo, OPIGR
ATED BY OHINESE, ,JAPANESE, AND HAWAIIAN 
FAmmR~ • .lN SPECIFIED GROUPS OF l!'ARMS OLASRI
FrnD BY AREA, PRINCIPAL SOUIWE OF INOOMI1~, 
V,\LUE OF PRODUCTS OF 18illl NOT l!'ED 'rO LIVE 
STOCK, AND HY 'rENUlm. 

A.-FARMS Ulu\SBll'IEIJ IIY Al~l\A IN Amrns, 

(JI\()!'!'.< OF FAJ\MS, Chin~~(,, ,lll!ll\IW8e. m1w11lhw,l 

Total. .........•..•.•...•.............. 

Under H ..•••.. , ............................ . ~7·1 152 
·i~m ~i>:! 
:126 101 

s un<1lrn<ler10 ...•••••••••••.•••••..•.••••.• 
lOund unclcr ~o ............................ . 
20 nml ll!Hler uO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• :166 -13 
50 mid um1cr 100 ........................... . rn7 \I 
100 und under 175 .......................... . 152 ·1 

(ll 11 
26 ·l 
7 ••••·•· ..•.• 8 2 

175 nml tmncr 2no .......................... . 
260 nml under 500 .......................... . 
500 uncl under 1,000 ....................... .. 
1,000 m1rl over ......•.•........••..•.•.••.••• 

-------------· 
1111c::~udinir part II!1w1.1lia118 uml l South Seu I~lamlur. 

·189 

]'M 
1~0 
no 
5.~ 
f>2 
18 
11 
17 

9 
17 

TABLE OXIV.-NUMBER OF FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, OPER
ATED BY CHINESE, JAPANESE, AND HAWAIIAN 
FARMERS, IN SPECIFIED GROUPS OF FARMS CLASSI
FIED BY AREA, PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, 
VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE 
STOCK, AND BY TENURE-Continued. 

B.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY PRINCIPAI, SOURCE OF INCOME. 

GROUP OF FARMS. Chlnc•e. .Tupanese, Hawa!llm.1 

Hay and grain.............................. 64 
Vegetables.................................. 684 
l'ru!ts . • • . . . . • . . • . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 275 

si ··········ia 
4'l 14 

Uve atoek . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 102 15 41 
Dlliry pmduce • . . . . . . . . . • . . • . . . . . . . . . • . . • . • . 5 
'robacco....................................... 22 

5 6 

Cotton . . • .. . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . • . • . . . • . . . . . . 8 
Rice......................................... 3\H 

.... ·····97· .......... i4 
Sngar ....... •. . .... ... ... ...... ... ....... ... 21 
Flowers and plnnts.. .. .. . . . .. . . .. . . . • . .. .. . 1 
Nursery produets ...................................... . 
'.l'11ro ••••..••••.•.••....•..•......•• ·...... ... 90 

50 0 
0 ........... . 

r,t · · · · · · · ··263 
Coffee....................................... 41 187 103 
Mlscullanuous...... •. • .. • . .. . . . . . ••. . • .. . . . . 185 77 2{ 

C.-FARMS CLASSIFIJm BY VALUE 01' PRODUCTS OF 18il9 N01' FED TO 
LIVE STOCK. 

$0 .......................................... . 
$1 uud nnrlllr $50 .......................... . 
$1i0 und under $100 ••••.....•.••••••••••••••• 
$100 u11d under $200 ........................ . 
l\21l0 uncl under $.100 .... _ ..........•......... 
$1i00 nnd unc1cr $1,000 •••••••.••...••.••••••• 
$1,000 und 1mc1\)r $2,fiOO ...•..••.•....•...• _ .• 
$2,500 and OVCl' ............................. . 

•IO 
32 
f\5 

160 
250 
875 
460 
461 

6 24 
20 2$ 
33 0() 

155 172 
17H 00 
113 51 
·54 ll4 
11 28 

]>.-FARMS CLASSIFIIm BY 'l'J<:NU!rn, 

---·---------
Owner.~ .................................... . 
Pnrt OWUC!'ll ............................... .. 
Ownm'>I um1 tctulllt" ....................... . 
Mnnngcrs .................................. . 
Cush tenants ............................... . 
Slrnrc tcrnm ts .............. , ............... . 

-----·--~---·'" . ·-~-------·----

133 
31 
1 

.m 
l,•1'12 

190 

46 WI 
5 ?S 

··········~· ........... 7 
'1!lf> 106 
32 16 

1 Tunlml!ng p11.rt Ifaw1Llitrns 1md 18outh Se1i falumlcr. 

'.!'Aul.I~ UXV.-PEH, CEN'l' OF FARM8, .TUNE 1, 1900, OP!nl· 
A.TED RY CHINESE, JAPANESE, AND HAWAIIAN FARM· 
ERS, IN SPIWIFrnD GROUPS OF F;\.RMS CLASSIFIIW 
BY AREA, PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOiVrn, VALUE OF 
PRODUCTR OF 1809 NOT FED TO LIVE ~TOCK, AND BY 
TENURR 

'l'olul ..•......•.•••...•.............••. 

UnderH ...............•..................... 
8 1md under 10 ............................. . 
10 nn<l under 20 •••.••.•...... _ .•...•••.•.••. 
20 nnd under 50 .•..............•............ 
rio nnd under 100 ........................... . 
lOll nml undcr 17fl •........•..•........••...• 
17fl nml under 260 .......................... . 
\!60 aml under 000 .......................... . 
MO nnd under 1, 000 ........••..•••.•..•..••• 
1, 000 nnd over ............................. . 

Chha!st." ,TnpaneHo. Hawall!m.1 

100.0 

14. n 
"'l 1 i7: 7 
l\l, u 
10. 7 
8., 
3.3 
1. ·1 
0.4 
0.4 

100.0 

211.7 
4•1.2 
17. 7 

7_.f) 
I. r. 
0. 7 
O,f) 
I). 7 

············ O.•l 

100.0 

2f>.0 
28.6 
10,2 
10,R 
10,6 

ll.7 
2,3 
8.6 
1.8 
3,5 

llnclucling part Hawuliu.ns u.ml 1 South Seu IR!llndur. 



FARMS CLASSIFIED BY COLOR OR RACE OF FARMER ex vii 

TABI,lll OXV.-PER CENT OF FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, OPER
ATED BY OHlNESE, JAPANESE, AND HAWAIIAN FARM
ERS, IN SPECIFIED GROUPS OF FARMS CLASSIFIED 
BY AREA, PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF 
PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOOK, AND BY 
TENURE-Con tinned. 

B.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY PRINOIPAI, SOURCE OF INCOME. 

OROUPS 01' PARMS. Chinese. Jnpnncse. !Inwni!nn.t , ____ , ____ ----
Ho.yandgrnln.............................. 8.5 0.2 ·-----······ 

¥~&!~~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: rn ~:¥ ~:~ 
Livestock.................................. 5.5 2.6 8,4 
Dairy produce.............................. o. 3 o. 9 1. 2 
Tobncco................... .................. 1.2 ...................... .. 
Cotton...................................... O.•J ....................... . 
Rice........................................ 21.1 15.3 2.8 
Sugnr ....................................... 1.2 10.3 1.2 
Flowersmidplnnts......................... 0.1 1.1 ........... . 
Nursery products . . . .. . . . . . .. .. . . . . . .. . . . . .. . .. .. . .. .. .. o. 2 .......... .. 
1'nro ........................................ 4.9 8.9 53,H 
Coffee..... .. • .. .. .. .. .. • .. . .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 2. 2 32. 8 21.1 
Misccllnneous............................... 7. 3 JS. 5 4. 9 

C.-FA!tMS CLASSllrIED BY VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NO.'!' Fim TO 
UVE STOCK, 

$0 .......................................... . 
$1 o.ncl under $50 ........................... . 
$00 nnd under $100 ......................... . 
$!00n11rl 11ndcr$250 ........................ . 
$21i0 nnd under $'100 ........................ . 
$500 und under $1.000 ...................... . 
$1,000nml nuder $2,500 ..................... . 
$2,500 nnd over ............................ .. 

2. 7 
1. 7 
s.o 
8.7 

18.6 
20.S 
25.0 
25.0 

D.-FAIUIS CLASS!FllW BY 'l'gNURJE. 

Owners .................................... . 
Part owners ................................ . 

1.1 
3.fi 
5.8 

27.2 
Sl. 2 
19, 8 

9. fi 
l.9 

4. 9 
5.S 

12. 8 
3fi.2 
10.4 
11. 2 
7.0 
4, 7 

8.1 fi8.\l 
o. 9' J.1.\1 

Owners nnd tennntH ....................... . 
Mnnngcrs ................................. .. 

7. 2 
1. 7 
0.1 
2.4 

78.3 

. ....... ii:s· ......... i:·i 
Cush tenants .............................. .. 81\.1 21.fl 
Sh11re tenants ............................. .. 10.3 r .. n I :i.a 
------·---------'----···· 

11nclnd!ng rurt Hnwnllnns and lSouth Sen. Islander. 

The explanation of these percentages Ms already 
been given in connection with the disenssion of tables 
xmv to xcvm ancl need not here be repeated. 

The 570 farms of Japanese had a total 1trct1 of 21,1'74 
acres and an avero.ge aren. of 37.1 1wres, of which 
30. 7 per cent were improved. The toto.l value of 
the farm property of the ,Tapitnese wus $992,035, 
an iwerage of $1, 7 40 per farm, or less than one-third 
that of the Chinese. 0£ this vttlne $1,410 repre
sents the land; $194, building·s; $7G, implements 
nnd machinery; and $61, live stock. Of their forms 
531 were in Ht1w11ii; 37, in 011lifornh1; and 2, in 
Oregon. In California the farms 0£ the Japane:-m, 
like those of the Chinese, had a very high average 
vitlue-$13,946-but the low-valued farms in lhwai.i, 
which constituted the grm1t majority of the farms 0£ 
thi~ mce, greatly reduced the 1tverage. 

The Ifowaiians and partHawai.ians had farms of hrge 
average arm1, that for the former being 895.3 acres, and 
that for the hitter, 1,762.5 acres. 'rhe values were 11,Jso 
higher than for the avenige white farmers of the U11ited 
State::;, being $4,392 for the Hawaiians mid $9,250 for 
the part I-fowaifon.~. 

T11hlc o:inv gives the number and ncreage of forms 
operated by Chinese, .fap1tnese, Hawtdian, and pnrt 
Hawaiiiin farmers, the value of specifietl elasses of 
their form property, v1due of proclnctH, and expend
itnres, with 11v<~rages and percentages, by states and 
territories. 



cxviii STNTIS'I'IOS OE' AGRIOUI/['URK 

TABI,E OXYI.-NUMBER AND ACREAcn; 01~ PARl\IR OF UHINESE, JAI'ANJ<:SE, AND HAWAIIAN FARMEHS, AND VAUJF, 
TILIZERS, BY STATER 

AC:REMl~1, JUNE 1, 1900. VAI.UE 01' ~'ARM l'HOPEllTY, JUNE 1, 1900. 

STATllS ,l!';D TEl\Il!TOl\IES, 

Implo1mmts 
'l'otal. Wlth 

1mildlng~. 1'otal, Per emit 
1mprovet1. lmpmvec:l. Totnl. 

Lnnd nrnl 
lmpro\'C· 

mcntA (ex
cept lmllcl· 

Ing~). 

Hui I clings. auc! rAve Htock. 
inn\•hluurr. 

1 'l'llt• Unitr<1 Rtu trs .••. 

2 North Atlnntlu <l!viH!cm ..•• 

3 
•1 
ti 

Mn~'lH'hUHett' ........ .. 
N~wYm·k ............. . 
NewJerser ........... .. 

SonLh Athmtlt1 divt.1011 .... 

Delawo.m .............. . 
8 M1wyl!md .............. ' 

Georg!tt •••••••••••.•.... 

10 North Gcntrnl div!Hlc>11 ..... 

l,&12 

l 

ll 

:l 

l 

1 

1. il:l 

1:1 

I 

11 

11;,.1.J.[ 

as 

f>O 

11 
till 
II 

8 8 
25 2l 
:.!\} 20 

5\1.B s10, mm, DH 

100. 0 lll, HO 

100.ll 1,210 
100. 0 108, 920 
llll).() 1,310 

!lH.l 

100.0 
\lfi.O 

100.0 

tH.11 

11, 6R6 

U86 
1, :\00 
ti, ·100 

7,lll1:l 

$U,tl1H, 0176 

lOf>, fiOO 

liOO 
10·1, 100 

!100 

7,GliO I 
BiiO 
800 

01 500 

$ilM, o:n 

a,u;,o 

MO 
3,1@ 

llOO 

H, lfiO 

450 
'200 

2,flOO 

1, 67'0 

400 

fiO 
~1\0 

100 

·IU5 

1!.~67,Sll2 

320 

110 
210 

186 
!\() 

800 

l,•188 - --.. •-· 22:. !-.. ·---~~-. --·~-------<-----1 
11 Ohio ................... . 
l~ Illinois ................ . 
18 Soul11 Dnlrntn ......... . 
l•J Ncbrnslm ............. .. 
lfl l{RllRllS, ............... . 

16 8outh Gcnt1'ltl division •.••• 

.17 J,cmlsln.tm ............. . 
18 •rexnH ................ .. 
rn Arklllt"llS ••.•••• , ...... . 

20 \\'cstem rlivislcm ••••••••••• 

21 l\[OI\(nt\l\ ••••••••••••••• 

Wyoming .............. . 
New Moxico .......... .. 
AtiZOl\I\ ............... . 

Utoh ................... . 

1 

:I 

J:I 
1 

1,0liO 

4 
3 

lR 
33 

lil 

907 

20 

l!l 

NO 
10/'i \Iii 

rno.o 
\)II.Ii 

1:.?.fl 
100.U 
100.0 

~l, f)l~ 

l,ll:ll 
l,B-17 

:!00 
21BOO 
1, •JOU 

n2n 
aoo 

300 I 
iOO 
100 
12fi 

150 
!10 

10 i 
171l i 

80 lO 
17 
17 

HilO 

u~,lif~l 

1, 702 
ll 

20 
1\9\) 

167 

17 

17 

1183 

M,311 

70 . . , 

\lll.ll 
.~o.~ 

fol. 0 

t\0.H 

·1'10 

~,870 

~1,.~02 

l.22i} 

7,H07,00U 

'..?.,070 
15,8HO 

800 

7,0·!6,310 

~J 805 

37f> 
~, 2HO 

20? 

416,0M 

7ii I 
1,290 1 

170 
09.'i 

il71f i>r.. :1 7n, >(H2 f>7, •130 4, 920 4, 095 
6 100. 0 1, lllll 91\0 f\fiO 155 

20 }(](), 0 Ii, 710 2, 23.~ 566 2, 120 

457 , 7fi. a :~~. 7!\.I 2·1, 19<) 3, IHO 2, 115 

lllO 99. ·l G2, 13fi 50, 804 2, 672 1, 7Uf> 
20 N ovn<llt... .. . .. • .. . .. .. • rn 12 287 1:10 •li\. :i 20, 8\19 10, 04~ 2, OM 1, 7iO 
~7 Idaho . • . .. . .. . . . • . .. .. . 2.~ 2:1 376 330 87. 8 71, 801 llO, 240 s, 61/\ 3, 296 
28 Wnshington ............ 69 ·17 I, 770 1,247 70.fi 229,609 200,8'11 U,900 5,747 
~9 Oregon .• . . • .. ••• .. .. .•• 92 M 2, •187 1,8CH 4'2. fl 22r.,.i:;1 181, 711 2·1, 42-1 i, 107 

::~ 1_1~,::~:1~~~:;:~ :::::: :::~::: -·-- :.:~ .... __ :: -··--;~;-· ·-~~~;~---- .. __ ;:~ ·-· _;;_::_:_·. :_,1_:-"--___ ::_:_::_:_:_::~ __ :_,:~_s:::_:_,_ __ 1_::: :: 

n.-.TAPANl£8J~ FAHMJms. 

'l'he United Stnte~ .... 570 21, 1 H G, 41H HO. 7 $902, 085 $8-03, 671i $110, 320 $-13, 387 

00 
•122 
•124 
427 
75 

3,IH7 

250 
2, 697 

liOO 

202,301 

9,037 

iii 
790 

2, 949 
86'1 

7, 02\) 

4,6fl0 
8,1~1 

12,209 
lli6,016 

159,800 

~T 
I ="'---· -·· ,,. '""·'°·~=---:;; , .. , .... 

a8 I Oregon .............. : .... .. 
., ·""'·'--.o·.,,,-·o·· -c' =-=='·'"·"= _,occ.""~=··'"'li'-'--'-"-'==··- .. -'·~= ==-~~~== ====J 

M Cnllfornht. ................ . 
31i Hnwnli .................... . 

-·------------··-~--·---.-

37 

631 

2 
Sil 

515 

2·1 
•l,07-1 

1tl,jl7l1 

8 

2, 750 
3,730 22.G 

C.-IIA\\'AllAN JIAltMERH. 

36 Ifawallo.n torrltory ... ·189 397 '187, 240 25,800 
.::::--~:::-·-~-··~ 7.:-;:'"":'::::-,:.~.:.:=:;:;,.".; :::::=::=.~~.~ ~--:;·- :·:;;":"'.".:-:::;;;:··-:::::" 

37 Hawaiian 1..... ....... •. . . . . •l8t 358 386, 776 

3-8-'--l'-a_r_t _u_a_'i_·a_ii_o._n_._._ .. _·_· ._._· ._._·-l· ---~'.~-- .. -~--~.~1~1_01 I 
5,481 

~t>, tlO~l 

fi.3 

20.a 

2,707 
f>Hl,0'20 

·17S, 2'18 

1, 700 
•109, OS.~ 
31l2,890 

. 800 
n.1,aoo 
45, 130 

1\0 
33, 217 
10,0\10 

217 
ll.~~ 

25, 138 

__ ....... ----.-........ -----··---··-···~·--------.-------; 

1,807,019 
ffJ7, 269 

$1, 690, 040 

1, 359, 270 

'139, 770 

$195, 400 

152,fl20 

-12,'sso 

$lfi, 890 

11, 770 
.\,120 

81il·J,.J58 

373, 959 
14o,·rn9 

1 Including 1 :,\O\\\h :;.,a Ish\ntlcr • 

.. 



FARMS CLASSIFIED BY COLOR OR RACE OF FARMER. cxix 

OF SPECIFIED FORMS OF FARM PROPERTY, VALUE OF PRODUCTS, AND EXPENDITURES FOR LABOR AND FER· 
AND TERRITORIES. 

A.-CHINESE FARMERS. 

i 

VAI,UE OF PRODUCTS, 1899. EXPENlllTUREB, 1899, .A.VER.AOE VALUES PER F.A.RM, 

Farm property, June 1, 1000, 

Percent 
Fed to Not fed to not fad, Forti- Lnnd and 

Total. ljve live stock. to value Labor. llzers. improve- Im pie-
stoek. or prop- Totttl. mcntH Build- men ts Uve 

crty, ~xcopt lugs. and ma- stock. 
ulld· chlnery, 

lugs). 
---- --- ----------
84, 284,037 $70,254 $4, 214, 288 38.•l 81,320,001 $3•1,083 $5, 955 $5,241 $356 $159 $199 =:;.;= •. 

-~'-"" ~-··-·-· -·--~·--------
18, 279 50 18, 220 11.0 925 2, 755 8,fi72 8, 115 804 128 25 

·-···~ ----------134 50 84 6.9 ............ ·········· 1,210 500 500 100 110 
9,145 ........... 9,145 8.4 580 2, 270 9,902 9,464 286 133 19 
4,000 ........... 4,000 

' 
305.3 345 485 1, 310 900 

' 
300 110 ........... 

4,678 120 4,558 39.0 4, 112 500 8,895 2,560 1,050 133 162 --- -------- --- -·---- -·------~·- --- -·--·--
359 80 279 28.4 12 ........... 986 350 450 50 lSO 
149 20 129 9.9 100 ........... 1,300 800 200 250 50 

4,170 20 4,150 44.1 4, 000 500 9,.100 610~ 2,500 100 300 

2,901 ltH 2,747 3•1.•l ············ ........... 998 603 158 62 180 
------ ----- -- ·-----·- --- ------- -·-~ ---- ------ .--- -·-

1'15 .......... 145 10.6 . ............ ............. 7'10 200 :JOO 160 90 
1,050 12•1 926 20.·1 ............. ........... 1, 171 767 233 so 141 

230 30 200 10.3 ............ ·········· 1,934 1,400 100 10 42•1 
1,275 ............ 1,275 9'1. 7 ............ ............ 67•1 313 63 85 21'1 

201 ............. 201 4-1.7 ............ .. .......... ·150 300 ········ 75 75 

9,•11•1 521 8,893 3·1.3 0,253 ............ 1, 619 1,1'11 171) 81 222 
--- --------

800 ·········· 800 27.9 750 ·········· l,•185 1,038 188 85 125 
8,214 521 7,693 35.8 5,,103 .......... 1, 677 1, 222 172 77 207 

400 .......... 400 32.7 100 ............ 1,225 300 200 125 600 

2,421, 63.5 69,•109 2, 352, 2'26 20.9 808, 42l 13, 798 7,422 6,0·17 sos 101 191 
--- -----------

87, 0'11 2,120 84,921 46.3 21, 160 210 2,903 2, 209 189 157 848 
•I 621 .......... 621 86.7 225 ·········· •123 237 138 89 9 

0,598 265 0,833 110. 9 1,950 ............ 1, 903 7'15 188 707 208 
26,902 24,M2 2;360 7.2 I 12, 150 .......... 1,822 1,3'1<1 197 118 16'1 
24,9'18 ·········· 24, 943 40.2 j 3,552 ·········· 1,883 1, 721 81 5'l 20 
12, 955 755 12,200 58.4 4,200 .......... 1,393 670 187 118 469 
. 26, 529 272 26,257 36.6 10, 350 2,160 3, 122 2, 019 157 148 202 
76, 818 1, 129 75, 189 82.7 24,328 530 3,329 2, 911 217 88 118 

108, 778 883 102,890 45.6 38, 747 570 2,451 1,975 265 77 188 
2, 105, 955 39, 443 2, 066, 1\12 28.9 686, 7fi9 10,328 9,191 8,804 462 224 20'2 

1,882,630 ............ 1,832,0SO 62.2 506, 120 17,080 3,970 S,831 sos 116 215 

B.-JAPANESE FARMEiiS, 

saoo, 181 82, 822 8303,815 80.9 &91, 512 87, 798 81, 740 $1, 410 3194 876 861 ---- --- --- = -----== --
736 60 676 2•J.4 50 25 1,884 850 400 25 109 

71, 761 2,262 69,•199 13.5 81, 592 73 18, 946 11,056 1, 740 899 251 
238, 640 ···-······ 233, 640 49.4 59, 870 7, 700 

I 
891 7•10 85 19 47 

C.-HAWAIIAN FARMERS. 

863, 200 ·········· 8363, 200 15.0 I $62, 590 $3, 820 $4, 959 $3,175 ll-100 882 81,052 --- ---·--== --- ~-~-- ·--- --···--·---
297, 520 297, 520 16. 71 43, 930 3,550 4,392 3, 146 858 ~7 866 
65,680 ........... 65,680 12. 5 18, 660 ,210 I 9,250 5, 961 752 72 2,465 

Average 
Products, 1899. va.1110 µer 

noro of 
-·- products 

of 1899 
not fed. 

Not fed 
Tota.!, to live 

stock. 

------ ---
$'2, 820 32, 288 $35.88 
----- _ _. ___ 

1,021 1,018 26'1.58 ----- ---
184 84 14.00 
831 882 240.58 

4,000 4,000 666. 07 

1,550 1,519 86.00 
------ ---

359 270 8'1.88 
149 129 5.10 

•I, 170 4, 150 207, 50 

163 3,13 12.26 
--- --- ·-··---·--

1'15 145 29.00 
850 881 8.82 
280 200 2.50 
638 038 75.00 
201 201 11. 83 

fi88 656 10. 8'1 ----- ---
400 •100 72. 78 
082 592 9, 52 
400 ·100 o. 76 

2,285 2,220 :15.89 
----- ---

1, 425 1,848 19.82 
155 16'1 103.liO 

2, 199 2,111 316. 05 
1, 495 131 3.M 

756 766 1'19,36 
86'1 818 42. 51 

1, 153 1,1<12 09. 83 
1,106 1,000 •12.•18 
1,128 1, 118 41. 87 
2,710 2,660 2•1.26 

2,470 2,470 77.68 

$587 $1, 142 814. 85 
= ------

868 838 28, 17 
1,989 1,878 H.87 

440 4'10 14.18 

8743 1!748 S0.75 
·~-,-------- ----

689 089 o. 77 
l,lfi2 1,152 0.65 

AVERAOE EX• 
l'ENIHTUilEB 
l'Ell FAllM, 

1899, 

Fertl· Labor. llzors. 

-----
8717 819 

---- ;-::..-:;:;;:;;:.:;':'..'.::..:; 

71 212 ----......... .......... 
53 206 

345 486 

1, 871 167 
---~·--- ---.. ·--

12 .......... 
100 ........... 

4,000 600 

········ ......... 
~----·~M ---......... ......... 
......... ........... 
............ ........ 
.......... ......... 
......... ......... 

SOl ........ ------
875 ......... 
410 ......... 
100 ......... 
758 13 

----
SH 8 
50 ........ 

050 ........ 
075 ......... 
108 ......... 
280 ........ 
•150 IH 
853 8 
421 6 
884 18 

682 28 

$161 81'1 
----

25 1B 
854 2 
118 15 

3128 $8 

----
102 8 
32i 6 

' 

! 

1 

2 

8 
4 
5 

6 

7 
8 
9 

10 

11 
12 
1S 
H 
15 

16 

17 
18 

19 

20 

21 
22 
23 
2·1 
2li 
20 
27 
28 
29 
BO 

Bl 

3' 2 

8 
8 

3 
4 

Sli 

86 

87 
38 



CXX STA'rrsrr1os OF .AGRHJUl/I'UHE. 

A comparison of the statistics of the farms of the 
Chinese, .fopanese, }fown.iian, and part Hawaiian farm
ers with those of the white, negro, and Indian farmers, 
given in preceding tables, shows the following average 
farm acreages: White, 160. 7; negro, 51.2; Indian, 172.5; 
Chinese, 63.8; ,Japanese, 3'7.1; Hawaiian, 895.3; and 
part Hawaiian, 1,762.5. The average values per farm 
were as follows: White, $4,016; negl'O, $669; Indian, 
$1,921; Chinese, $5,955; .Japanese, $1,'740; Hawaiian, 
$4,392; and part Hawaiian, $9,250. 

The per cent of improved land in the farms of the 
white race was 48. 9; negro, 61.1; Indian, 25. 5; Chinese, 

' 59. 3; ,Japanese, 30. '7; Hawn.Han, 1.4; and part 1-fawniian, 
20.3. 

'rhe Chinese had smaller farms on an average than 

the white farmers, and farms that had. higher average 
values of land and implements, but not of buildings nor 
of live stock. A large relative number of their farms 
were located near cities, and the high value of the lands 
reported was due in part to the speculative value of 
land held for building purposes. These lands were 
often vacant lots, and thus show a considerably smaller 
average vn.lne oi' buildings n.nd a small per cent of 
farms with buildings. 

Table cxv gives the number of farms of Chinese, 
Japanese, and Hamdians in specified groups of farms 
classified by area, principal source of income, amount 
o-f income, and tenure, and fable cxvr gi\res percent
ages for the same groups. 

VALUE OF FARM PRODUCTS IN 1899. 

IMPERFECTIONS OF FORMEH CENSUS RI~PORTS. 

The first census to collect statistics of the value of 
farm products was that of 18'70. It called for an esti
mate by the formers of the vnlne of their prodnctti in 
the preceding year, including the viilue of products 
sold, consumed at home, and on 1111nd ,J nnc 1, 1870, 
together with a statement of the value of betterments 
and ndditions to stock. The estimated value for 1869 
aggregated $2,447,538,658, or, allowing 20 per cent for 
depreciated currency, $1,958,03l\027. The census of 
1880 8ought to secure estimate8 of tho farm vtLlue of the 
products of 1879. It called for the same estimates as 
ten years before, except that of betterments and adclitions 
to stock. The estimated value in 1880 aggregated 
$2,212,54:0, 92'7. 

The Superintendent of the Tenth Census did not con
sider the aggregate thus returned a complete or ade
quate statement of the value of farm products, or of 
the income of the farmer from his iigricultural opel'U
tions. He stated his doubts concerning the subject and 
gave his explanation of the failure in the :following 
quaint and forcible language (vol. III, page xxv): 

In the census of 1870 inquiry was for the first time mn.do into 
the aggregnte vn.lue of all in.rm productions, "including betterments 
and additions to stock." The amount returned under tliis hend 
was $2,447,538,658. 

The returns which made up this aggregate were undoubtedly 
conservative, to say the very lellllt. In the first place, they relate 
to the value of products, not at the market or on the railroad, but 
on the farm; it is the value to the farmer which is in question. Of 
course this makes a vast difference in the return of values. W o 
hear of corn being burned at times as fuel, or sold at 10 cents a 
bushel. Such instances are doubtless rare, but the frequency of 
such statements may properly serve to remind us how wide is the 
difference between the prices of t.he market and those obtained on 
the land where the crops are niised. Even in the older states 
that difference never ceases to be considerable. Hence, any criti-

cism of the returns in question, fonnded on computations in which 
the quantities of the severul reported crops are multiplied by an 
assumed average price, is very likely to err widely in the direction 
of oxce~H. 

Second. Such computations arc likely to err, and in the Pmne 
· direction, liy reason of dnplications, which arc exelndcd from t.he 

returns in question. A large part of the corn, and a still greater 
portion of the hay, returned in the census arc consumed. for the 
purpose of the nnnual product of animal food. If the values of 
both tho vegctuhle and the animal produetH are conutecl, there will 
be dnplication to thiti extent. The farmer, on the other hand, 
reports only the valnc to him of his ultimate product; of eorn, if 
Im sells his com; of beef, if he has usecl his earn in fattening cattle 
ior nmrlrnt. 

Third. It is undoubtedly true that, after making the foregoing 
allowancPs, tho retm·nH of tlw nggregate value of farm productsnre 
likely to be inadequate, by reason of the utter indh;position oi the 
average agriculturist. to reckon whatever is consumed npon the • 
form for himself and his family among the products he iA calle<l 
upon to uppraise. The spirit of the command, "Thou slrnlt not 
muzzfo the ox that treadeth out the corn," has n wider application 
in tho mind of the farmer than to the dumb animals he employs. 
It would he altogether alien and repugnn.nt to his sentiments to 
give a value, fol' the purposes of n statistical return, to the garden 
truck that is carried into the house, the fuel picked out of his 
woods, the fruit that his children eat, the corn that is sent to the 
mill for home use, or even the pig that is killed at Christmas. It 
stands in bis mind, like the corn which the unmuzzled ox in the 
olden days caught up as he made his round among the grain on the 
thrashing floor. The statistician may just as well accept this timi· 
talion of the returns of the value of farm products first as last. 
, Fourth. Altogether, in addition to the considerations indicate~, 
it is not improbable that the fear of taxation, or an umeasonh1g 
reluctance to make a statement so snmmary, has an effect, in a 
smn.11 proportion of instances, to keep down the farmer's estimate 
of the value of his products. 

It has been said that the aggregate value of farm products 
returned in 1870 was about $2,450,000,000. Thia was stated to lie 
inclusive of "betterments and additions to stock." The neces· 
sarily vague nature of the last-enumerated items, the time taken in ' 
estimating these, and the probability that at the best they would 
be estimated very imperfectly, led to the dropping of these items 
in preparation for the census of 1880, and the returns for this year 



VALUE OF FAHM PRODUCTS IN 189\:l. CXXl. 

are accordingly exdusive of btittermlmts and additions to stock. 
It can not be known how much the reported value was rednced on 
.this account, but it was doubtless reduced to a consi<lerabfo extent. 

The census of 1890 made use o:f the same form of 
inquhy relating to the value o:f form products !LS the . 
Tenth Census. The aggreg!Lte value reported W!LS 
$2,460,107,454. This amount was unquestionably :far 
below the !Lctual value. The sti1tistician o:f the Depart
ment of Agriculture, shortly idtcr the announcement of 
the census total, pointed out the fact that the six cereals, 
with hay and cotton, had a farm value in excess of that 
total, and that it, therefore, was clefieient to an amount 
in excess of the vt1lue of !Lll animnJs sold, and animals 
slaughtered on farms, and of all miscellaneous products 
of the :farm. 'rhe reason for this failure of the Eleventh 
Census to secure an adequate report of the valnc of farm 
prochi.cts was undoubtedly the same as that explained 
by the Superintendent of the Tenth Census. 

The Twelfth Census rnnde an efl'ort to obtain, if pos
sible, a more complete statement of the value of :farm 
products. To secure such a statement, the farmors and 
enumerators wern requested to state the value ot till the 
important staple crops mised on farms, that of all 11~1 i
mahi sold, and animals slaughtered on f11rms, that of the 
poultry raised, 1md th11t of the vnrious product"! not 
otherwise reported. The aggregate farm value of. i1ll 
products reported under thi"' system of itemized account 
was $4, 739,118, 752. 

Y ALUI~ Ol!' ANIMAL PRODUOTS. 

Of this amount, the. v11lue of the products derived 
:from domestic animals, poultry, and bees, including 
that of m1imals sold and animals slaughtered on farms, 
is presented in table axvn, and i8 here referred to as 
the value of animal product'3 of farms. · 

TABLE OXVII.-QUANTITIES AND VALUES OF SPECIFIED 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS, AND VALUES OF POUL'rRY 
RAISED, ANIMALS SOLD, AND ANIMALS SLAUGH
TERED ON FARMS IN 1899. 

PRODUCTS I Unl.t 01 Quantity. Value. · me11Hure, 

------ ··------- ----"·" ---------
Wool................................ Pou11ds..... 276, 991, 812 $45, 728, 789 
Mohair £1nd goat hair .................... do...... 961,328 267,864 
Milk ................................ Gallons ..... 17,266,392,674} 
Butter .. . . . .. .. .. • • • • . .. . • • • • .. . . . . . Pounds..... 1, 071, 745, 127 •172, 369, 255 
Cheese ................................... do .. • .. . 16, 372, 880 
Eggs . .. . . . ... . .. . . . .. . . .. . . . .. . . . . .. Dozens . . .. . 1, 293, 8191180 144, 2861158 
Poultry ........................................... ,................ lSG,801,877 
'Honey .. .. • • .. • .. .. . .. . .. . • . .. • • .. • • Pouncls..... 61, 196, 160} 6, 66,1, ll04 
Wax ..................................... do...... 1,765,Slfi 
Animals sol<l........................ . • .. • • .. .. • . •. . .. • .. • • .. .. .. .. 722, 913, 114 
Animals slaughtered ......................................... _ .. _._ .. _

1 
__ 1s_o_, s_1a_,_s1_0., 

Total. ...................................................... : 1, 718, 900, 221 

1 Includes all milk produced. 

The total value of animal products in 1899 was 
$1, 718,990,221, or 36.3 per cent of the total value of 
reported products. The two most important items in 
the foregoing total ai·e the value of animals sold and 
that of dairy products, the former being $722,913,114, 
and the latter, $472,369,255. 

VALUI~ 01!' OHOPS. 

1'!1blc oxvur present.;; the acreage, quantities, and 
values of the farm crops in 1snn. 

'l'ABLB CXVIII.-AOREAGE, QUANTITIES, AND VALUES OF 
FARM CROPS IN 1899. 

CUOPH. 

Corn ........................ 94, 916, 911 llushcls ... 2, G!lG,440,279 $828, 258, 326 
\VJwnt •........•.•.......•.. 02.588,57·1 .•.•• do .... 658,034,2fi2 :.mu 1 ll-J5,u~o 
01ilH ........................ 21l,ri39,U98 ..... do.... 9'131 389,875 217,098,58-1 
Durley.... .... • •. • •• . ... .. .. ·l,470, lUfi ..••• dn .• .. 119, 634, 877 41,G31, 762 
Rye • • • • • • • • . • • • • • . • • . . . • • • • 2, OfH 1 292 ••••• do . - . . 25, 5G8, 625 12, 2U01 5·10 
Huckwlrn.it................. ll07,0GO ..... do.... 11,mm,!irn li,747,8f>3 
Broom com...... . . • .. .. .. . . 178, 58'1 Pon ml A .. • 90, 947, 370 8, li88, '11·1 
IUco........................ 351,iH•l ..... do .... 28:1,722,U'.!7 7,8\ll,fil:I 
Knllr corn .. .. • • • . . . .. .. • . .. 200, 518 Bnshols... 5, 10\l, 113 1, 3G7, 040 
maxsecd • .. . • . • . .. • • . • . .. 2, 110, 517 ..... do .. .. rn, 979, ·192 10, O:H, 901 
Clovc1· scctl .................................. do . . .. 1, 3'19, 209 fi, 359, 578 
GmHs fiet'd ................................... do .. .. ll, rim, HG!l 2, 868, ~au 
Hayn.nd !omgL, ............. Gl,GUl,ltlli 'rnns...... M,011,290 484,256,IH!l 
Cottonscccl .................................. clo .... '4,f>tiG, 100 •16,\JM,fi7fi 
Cotton ..... ~................ 2.1, 27/i, 101 1l11lt1s..... !l, f>M, 707 32,1, 758, 171 
'.l'ob1weo.................... 1, 101, 483 Pounds... 868, 168, 275 66, 1193, 003 
Hemp...................... 111,012 ..... clo .... 11,7rio,ml0 Mll,338 
Hops • • .. • ... . • . . • ..... • • •• • 55, tn:i ..... tlo.... •19, 200, 70,1 4, 081, 929 
l'cmrnts • . • . •. .. .. . . . . . • . • • • 5111, 058 llus!Wls... 11, 96·1, 957 7, 271, 2ao 
Peppermint................. H,fiUl Pounds... IK7, •127 1'13, 018 
Dry ht•mrn.......... •• • • • ••• 45:1, 8117 Bushels... 5, 061, HH 7, 63-1, 202 
CH~tnr ])('IU!H............. ... 25, 7118 ..... tlo.. .. 1'111, 388 13-l, 08·1 
Tlr)')>OllfiO................... DUA, :m ..... tlo.... !l, HO, 269 7, 909, 07-1 
Potntm.~H.................... 21 UB!11 95:.? •.... do . . • . 2.7B, 328, 207 98, 387, Gl•L 
Sm•ot JlOllLtOCH .. ••• • .. ... .. f>37,·1·17 ..... clo.. .. ·12, 520, O!lG lll, ll71i, 200 
llllinllH .. ... .. • .. .. •• • . • • .. . •17, UH:l ..•• .tln.. •. 11, 7Ul, 121 tl, 637, 025 
Ohic•or)' .................... 11,0G!l Pournl.~... 21,,195,870 73,027 
1'rlHt,cll11ncm1s YL>gl1ttihlt•H... ~. 115, fi70 113, 871, 8•12 

, ~rtip1""'gu1 ............................. Tcit~iidii::: "'ii;uill'.!;776" 1,ou,2co 
l\!1tple slmp ............................ G1tll01rn... 2,0u0,011 1,502,451 
Sugnl' t•nnli ... H..... .. . . . . . •Jfi2, G.,3 'l'ons... •• . 2 o, 4,11, 578 .............. . 

l
tt) C111t0Holt1. ........................... do.... l, 298, 020 4, on, 2:m 
Ii) C1urn keptfnr Re(id ................... cltl.... 1,4ria, 4:17 5, 018, 400 
<') Hng11r mndo......... • • .. .. . . . . • . l'onnclR... O!M, 020, SH 2,1, riB•1141i0 
d) l\Iol1rnHoH mu<le... •• .. . .. .. .. .. . G11llous... 10, 379, 210 790, 9\lO 

("} Hirup nm<lo .......................... <lo.... 12,203,032 4,293,47ii 
S01·gh1mumuo...... ........ 293, lf>2 'l'ons... ... "291, 703 815,019 
SOl'ghmnAlrup...... ... . .. .. . .. . .. .. . .. . Gnllm1s... 10, 972, 783 ll, 28R,08:l 
Hug1ir beets................. 110, 170 'ro1rn .. ,... 79:1,3513 3,323,240 
Smtill frnits................. 809, 780 .. ... .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . . 2f>, 030, 877 
l:lr1t!ies.... ... ............ .. • 4282, ,173 Cent11ls... 13,010, UH 61'J,090, 937 
Ore mrcl fruitH .............. 46,064 1887 Ilnshels... 212,llG6,6'10 083,7fil,8'!0 
~'rnpkul fruits...... • .. .. • • • 165, 858 . . .. • • .. • . • • . • • • . • • . • .. .. • 81 0491 863 
NntH ...... :.. • • • • .. • • .. . • . •• . . . • . .. . . . • • .. .. • • • . • • . . • • • • • • .. • . . .. • 1, 9fl0, 161 

· ForeHt products............. .. .. . .. . . . .. .. . . . .. . . .. . . . . • • . • • . .. .. . 109, 989, 868 
Flowers tmd plunta......... 9, 314. • . .•• .. .. ... ••• • .• . . .. .. • • 18, 759,.JCH 
l\Ilsecll11neouR AcellA........ 10, 106 • .. .. • . . • .. • • • • • • • .. • • . . .. 826, 019 
NnrHory proclucts........... 59,•192 ............ .............. 10,123,873 
WUIOWR ................ .... 521 ....... .••.• ••••••. ... . ... Sti,52il 
l\!iHCCllUllCOUH... •• • .. • .. • .. 23, 793 • .. • • • . . .. .. .. • • • .. • • • • • • • 71, •152, om 

Tolul ................. 28U, 821, M9 3, 020, 12R, 531 

1 Not including 166,861 tons Rold wltll llher h\llorc ginning. 
•comprlsing all ccine grown, whether sold.us cane, kept for seed, or URcd in 

tho mn.nufucturc of sugar, molasses, and Rirup. 
•Sold 11s en.no. 
!Estlmcitecl from number of trees 01• vines. 
& Including vnlue of raisins, wine, etc. 
Binclnding value of cider, vinegar, etc. 
TThc greater part of this vnlue was dol'ived from product:A for which no 

ucrcagc was reported. 

The ce1'eals, including corn, wheat, oats, barley, rye, 
buckwheat, rice, and kafir corn, constitute 63.8per cent 
of the total acreage, 1md 49. l per cent of the tot11l value. 
Hay and forage make up 21. 3 per cent of the total acre
age, and 16.0 per cent of the total value. The total v11lue 
of a1l crops of the country, including forest p1·oducts, 
was $3,020,128,531; of this amount, $974,941,046, or 
32. 3 per cent, represents the value of products fed to 
stock, leaving $2,045,18'7,485 as the value of that por
tion of the· aggregate available for sale or for con
sumption in the families of its producers. 

INOOMPL,TENEBB 01!' THE REPORT OF FARM PRODUO'.rl't 

The total value of animal products and crops re
ported hy the Twelfth Census, $4, 739,118, '752, is unqucs-
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tionably a closer approximation to a complete value of 
farm products than ~has ever before been obtained 
by the United States census. It is not, however, be
lieved to be complete. The values of the great 8taple 
crops, as cereals, cotton, and hay, were obtained with a 
comparatively narrow margin of error. Some sched
ules returned by the enumerators were defective, but 
the staple crops omitted on such schedules were gener
ully supplied by correspondence. It w1Ls quite other
wise with respect to the products of the garden, those of 
the orchard, and of prodnets consumed tts food on the 
farm, especially milk, butter, eggs, and poultry. The 
reasons for imperfect reports in these cases are tho~e 
so forcibly stated by Superintendent "\V' alker in the 
extmct given from the introduction to his report. 
Further, the enumerators 11.ncl special itgents reported 
great difficulty in securing retul'us of the 1:mle of uni- . 
mals and the value of animal8 slaughtered on farms, and 
it is believed that the amounts reported under those 
totals in table cxvrr are too sm!tll. Estimates of the 
values of the omitted items are given in detail under 
the discussions of dairy produce, value of aninmls 80ld, 
and animuls siaughtered on farms, and value of vege
tables und fi·uit. The aggrognte of such omissions 

_is believed to be not less tlmn 5 nor more than 10 per 
cent of the total reported value of farm products. If 

this conclusion be correct, the total value of all farm 
products, including that of the animals sold, and ani
mah; Hlaughtered on farms, in 18!;lt), was not less than 
$4,~)75,000,000, nor more th11n $5,225,000,000. 

The omissions and errors in the South and West were 
unquestionably greater than in the North and East, but 
in the db;eussion which follows, no attempt will be made 
to distribute the value probably omitted, and reference 
will be nrnde only to the amounts ns reported by the 
enumerators, which itggregate $4:, 73D,l18, 752. The 
distribution, hy state8 and territorim;, of the values 

. reported is' given in tfthle cxrx, which gives also the 
value of the products in 18lHl not fed to Jive stock. 
To iwoicl duplicating form values by first reporting those 
of hay 1111d grain, and later adding to them those of the 
meat, milk, aud bntter secured by feeding the hay and 
gmin to domestic animals, the value of product8 :fed to 
live stock in 1811H is deducted from the ~otal. The 
renrn.inder, obtained by 8ubtnicting the value of the 
products fed from the unreduced value of all products, 
is given in the table under the hettd "value o-f products 
in 18H!l not fed to 1i ve stock." It is also referred to in 
thi8 explanatory text as the "gross farm income" for 
18flll. This is-.the nmount u8ed in determining the clas
Hitieation of farm8 by their principal souree of income 
and !Llnount of ineomc. 

TAnr.m CXIX.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE VALUES OF FARM PRODUCTS OF 1899,, WITH PERCii:NTAGES, BY STATES AND 
TERRI'l'OIHES. 

VALU1': OF PitOJllJ(J}'8, 
Per cent 
not led, 

AVN!tAUICVAf,UE PEit FARM. AVERAOIC VALUE 
PJom ACRF., 

AVEltAllE YA!.UE 
l;Elt ACRE OF 

IMPllOYED r,AND. 

STATES AND 'fEHRITORIES, 

l------.,-,-1•-"c-rl-l<-> 1-h-·c--.,--N_o_t f-cd-11-> l-lv-·u-
11 
pt~~vl!~%.~. ------·-;c~~-·-·;:;~:~- Produ::1 Pro<l:t-l:: P-1~0<1m1tH Prod~t~~: 

Total. "loci· •t k 'l'otul. llvo to live f • ·1 . ' t f • 't. feel. 11ot f""d. 
" '• " "l' • stock. stock. e< ' no "' · " 

--·------------- --------- • ----·-"· - ·-···-·-- 1-··-·· ··-·--··· -~-- -~----~ -----. -~·-·-··--·-- --- ~---· -- ...... - .. ------· 

The United States ........... ll-1, 739, 113, 752 $97'1, OH, 0·16 Sll, 70·1, 177, 706 18, 3 11826 8170 86511 $1.16 ll-1. '17 $2. 31i $9, 07 

North Atlantic dlv18ion...... ... .. Ci66, 347, lG·I 171, 92.5, 080 16.8 730 2. li3 7.56 4.42 12.70 
--- -·--·-- ----··---- --·----·-- --- __...,__._, .. __ --------·-·-· ---~ ··~------ ·····--------

1\Ialnc • .. • ·... •• • • • . • . .. • . . . • • . 37, 113, 4691' 9, &17, l«l-0 27, ~tlii, 609 22. S 626 166 460 1. :;n •1. 33 
New Hampshire •..•.•.•• ,..... 21, 929, 0118 o, 010, 910 15, UIU, ll71l 18, 5 748 205 543 l. 67 4,.11 
Vermont ....... _.............. 3S,ii70,892 11,576,li90 21,99·1,802 20.S 1,014 SOO 664 2.45 4.66 
l\Iussuchusetts . • • • . • • . . . . • • . . .. •12, 298, 274 81 20•1, 710 34, 033, W<J 18. 6 1, 12'2 219 903 2. 63 10. 81 
lthodc Islnnd... ...• ........... fl, 833, 86·1 969, 140 ri, 36•1, 72·1 19. 9 1, 152 176 U76 2.18 11. 78 
Connectlc11t.......... .••• ••••• 28, 276, 9'18 6, 178, 000 22, 098, 9•lll 19. Ii 1, 049 229 820 2. 67 9.511 
NewYork..................... 2·15,270,f>OO 63,•129,180 181,8'11,420 17.0 1,082 280 802 2.80 8.08 
NcwJel'lley.............. •••.• 43,6ii7,529 8,flO·l,920 :lf>,CJ,12,60() 18,n 1,260 2'18 1,012 3.03 12.34 
Pennsylv11ni1i...... .•. . . . • . . . • 207, 895, 600 f>7, 043, 770 li>O, 8f>l, 830 H. a 927 2ii4 678 2. 9'1 7. 79 

4.18 11.42 
5.58 H.78 
5.44 10.84 
fl. 40 26.84 
6.17 28.68 
5. 80 20. 76 
4. 07 11.66 
4. 86 17. 73 
•I. 82 11. 42 

South Atluntio dil'i"iun ........... ·lfl5,492,0ll7 01, 9i0, O·JO 10&,r,n,<1;;1 27.8 4&1 65 o. 59 8,87 l. 84 8. 75 
--·--- ----------- --- -~- ------ --- -~-,-- ------

Deln.warc ..................... . 
Marylf\ncl .................... . 
DIHtriet of Col um bin ......... . 
Vlrglnlll ... , ............. _ .... . 
West Vitgluin ....... _ ........ . 
North C11rollnn .............. .. 
South Carolina ......... _ .. , ... 
Georgia .............. _ ........ . 
Flori<lti ................ , ..••... 

North Central c1lvlsion ... -....... . 

Ohio ..... -.................... . 
Indiana ...................... . 
Illinois ....................... . 
Michigan ..•......•........•... 
Wisconsin ..... -••........•••.. 
:r.!inncsotn .................... , 

~l':s~u~i::::::::::::: :::::::: :: 
North Dnkot11 ............ _ •••• , 
South Dakota .................. . 

~~~~k.~:::::::::::::::::::::: 

9, 21)(), 777 1, 889, 020 
•JS, 823, 419 8, 709, 890 

870, 247 2·1, 290 
86, MS, M5 13, 002, 810 
4.J, 768, 970 8, 160, 860 
89, 309, 638 10, 108, 890 
68, 206, 012 5, 736, 550 

10·1, 804, 476 12, 158, 800 
18, soo. 104 I 2. Jl8, oso 

2, 800, 011, 670 568, 622, 050 

7,'100,!!57 
M, ons. f>29 

84li. 957 
78. n,m, nm 
86,608,119 
79, 200, 7·18 
li2,530t 802 
92, l·lfi, 1376 
16, 190, •17'1 

1, 7Dl, Hll9, li20 

18. 2 959 
17.1 9i'i2 
7,8 3,285 

22. 7 516 
18. 0 482 
33, 9 398 
40. 7 489 
40.3 464 
80,0 449 

15.6 1,07•1 

195 
190 

90 
78 
88 
45 
87 
54 
52 

259 

76'1 
702 

3,1'15 
488 
39•! 
853 
402 
'110 
397 

815 

1. 77 
1. 70 
2.86 
0.65 
0.77 
0 .. 14 
0.41 
0.40 
0.'19 

1. 79 

6. 94 
6. 78 

99.05 
3,69 
3.44 
B.'18 
•1.<17 
3.49 
s. 71 

5.M 
257,0Ciij,8261- 56,2<l;i-:<i°5-0 ---200-,8-20-,-77-ll-li- -16:8 -_-92-9 __ 2_0_3 --72-6 --2-.8-0 --8-.2-0 --
204,'lliO, 196 •lll,.169, •100 15", 900, 7!Jll 15, 9 921 218 703 2. 2•1 7, 21 
3'15,649,611 i 81,897,180 268,7(>2,431 13.2 1,:)09 310 999 2.50 8.0'! 
H6,M7,681 36,761,•IOO 109,7H6,281 15.9 121 181 5'10 2,09 6.25 
157,445,713 41,588,760 llf>,801,963 14.3 92,7 2'15 682 2.09 5.83 
ltil,217,SO<l 33,267,480 127,959,81!'1 10.2 1,CH2 215 827 1.27 4.87 
365,"11,li28 102,023,Q.IO 263,388,488 14.4 1,598 446 1,152 2.95 7.62 
219, 296, 970 57, 95~, 860 161, 8"4, rno 15. n 770 2<!<1 566 1. 10 4. 75 

f>.1,2-02,494 10,2s~.soo l\B,96,1,10<1 21.1 1,417 221 1,190 o.66 s.47 
66,082,419 13,i!77,2~0 52,705,199 17.7 1,250 21}1 1,002 IJ.70 2.76 

lll2, fi\)Cl, 880 ·1 ~8, O~ii. 530 12·l, tl70, 850 16. 7 1, 339 313 1, 026 1. 27 I 4.17 
209,~95,;,.12 48,7·11.250 161,lfH,292 18.6 1,213 282 981 1.17 3.87 

2. 51 9.82 
2. 49 9. 97 
4, 09 142.66 
1. 29 7.29 
1. •18 6.66 
1. 21 9.51 
o. 99 10,83 
1.15 8.68 
J,;10 10. 71 

2.561 8.06 

2. 92 10.44 
2. 91 I 9.35 
2. 96 9.52 
3.12 9.SO 
S. 70 10.80 
1. 80 6, 94 
S.41 8.81 
2,53 7.05 
1. 07 5,60 
1.19 4. 67 
2,06 6. 76 
l. 95 o. 44 
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TABLE CXIX.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE VALUES OF FARl\I PRODUCTS OF 1809, WITH PERCENTAGES, BY STATES AND 
TERRITORIES-Continued. 

VALUE OF PRODUCTS, Per cent AVERAGE \'AI.UE !'}:R ~·Ami. 
.AVEIL\OE YAJ.Ug 

JlER ACRB, 

i AVl~ItAGE VALl:B 
l'ER AClU~ <W 

I!IIPHOYEU LAND, 

S'fATEH AND TE!tRITOl\JES, 

Totnl. Fed to live 
slock. 

---------------·-- -----11------

$888, 5'/2, 699 $12<1, 525, 261 

$123, 266, 785 
106, 106, 410 

$21, 128, 530 
18, 430, 310 

Ill, 387, 109 10, 095, 690 
102, 4\12, 283 11, 111s,mm 

72, 667, 302 6, 528,.170 
230, X23, 24•1 so, •176, 810 
45,.J.17, 7·1'1 8, 109, 9•16 
27, 672, 002 4, 43·1, 010 
79, 6·1U, 490 13, 572, 870 

Western division ................. . 336, 6'16, 3•13 47, 897, 585 
1-----11----

28, 616, 957 5, 07•1, 730 
11, 907, 415 1, 9M, 180 
83,048,576 6, 182, 830 
10, 155, 215 1, 037,450 
0, 997,097 817, 700 

16, 502, 051 2, 959, 390 
6, 758, 337 1, 573, 170 

1s1 051, mm 3, •105, 80·1 
84,827,495 5, 209, 0110 
88,090, 969 6, HM, 721 

181, 690, 606 18, ·188, 570 

Montnna ..................... . 
Wyoming .................... . 
Colomdo ..................... . 
New Mexico .................. . 
Arlzonl\ ...................... . 
Ut11h ......................... . 
Ncv11d11 ....................... . 
Idnho ........................ . 
Wnshington •.•..••....•..•..•. 
Oregon ....................... . 
Cnllforniu .................... . 

B,0·18 430 
22, O.JU, 731 ················ 

Aln-,kn ........................... . 
IlllWl\li .......................... .. 

not fed, 
to v11lne 
of f11rm 

Nol ~fu~~~ live property. Totnl. 

----··~- -----
$76'1, 0'17' ·138 27.1 536 

--··--- --- --
$102, 1H8, 2hb 21. 7 $525 

87, ?aii, 130 25. 7 473 
81, 291, 719 45. 3 •109 
90, 74:1,(ifltil 4•1. •l 46'1 
6fl, 13H, 832 83. 3 627 

209, 3411, 4:M 21.8 li81 
37, :m, 798 20.1 727 
23, 2:J7, 992 25.2 608 
66, 076, ()20 86.4 •1'16 

288, 7'18, 758 16. 8 1, 380 
--···-·-·- --- --

23, 542, 227 20.0 2,140 
9, 953, 235 1'1.8 1 95,1 

20,80[>, 7'16 16. 7 1:sus 
9, 117, 765 17.0 825 
6, 179, 397 20.6 1,205 

13,M2,661 18.0 851 
5, 18f>, 167 18.1 3,09•1 

1<t,01m,s21 21.8 1,03:l 
29, tl!8, 455 20.6 1 O·JU 
81, 890, 2<18 18.fl i: uo:i 

118, 202, 036 H.8 1,81[) 

7,Ul8 48. 0 (i71 
22,0·10, 731 ~9.8 9,ti97 

----·------1------ ----~----

FB~l:o ~g\i~~l Products Products Products Produut~ 
stock. stock. fed. not fed. fed. not fed. 

·----------- ------
75 •161 0.48 2.96 1. 56 9.5[) 

--- --···----···><- ------ ------
$93 $·135 $0. 96 $1.05 $1. 54 $7.·13 

82 mn o. 91 •l.31 1.80 8.56 
45 HIM 0.49 3.93 l.17 9.39 
53 411 o. 6'I 4. 97 1. 55 11.0;; 
flfj rm 0.5tl 5.08 1.40 H.17 
Si mH (J,2·1 1.00 1.5ti 10,69 

130 597 0.52 2.38 l. ·17 6. 77 
97 f>ll o. 61 3.20 1. •lf> 7.59 
7tl 870 0.82 3.97 1.95 9.50 

197 1, 189 0.51 3.08 I. 76 10.63 
------ ------ ------

379 1, 761 0.-13 1. 90 2.92 13. 50 
321 1, 033 o. 24 1. 23 2.•17 12.5 
250 1,088 o. (l5 2.8<1 2. 72 11.81 

8<1 m 0.20 1.78 3.17 27.89 
Hl 1,001 0 .. 12 3.19 3.21 2<1.28 
10:1 ()98 0. 72 3.29 2.87 13.1 2 
720 2,37'1 o. 61 2.02 2. 75 9. 05 
195 838 1.06 4.57 2.41 10.36 
157 892 0.61 3.48 1.50 8.5 
173 R90 O,li2 s. 17 1.86 D.5 
186 1,629 0.•17 4.10 1.18 9.8 

36 mm 2. 70 •17. 91 
\ ..... ::'.~ .. 47.Ul 

------···· 0, li\17 ·········· 8.·15 7'1.8' 

-----~-------------~---~-

VALUE Ol!' ALL l!'AIU\I J>HODUCTS BY S'l'ATI~S AND 'l'lm

RITORIES. 

Nine states·report13d farm products for 18!Hl exceeding 
$200,000,000 in v11lue. They were: Iowa, $365,411,528; 
Illinois, $345,649,611; Ohio, $257,065,826; New York, 
$245,270,600; Texas, $239,823,244; Missouri, $219,-
296,970; Kansas, $209,8B5,54:2; Pennsylvania, $207,-
895,600; and Indiana, $2.04,,150,196. As showing the 
magnitude of the agricultural operations in these Rtates, 
attent10n is called to the fal~t that the sum of these nine 
values represents almost one-half of the value of the 
total products reported by all the states of the country; 
and if Nebraska, the tenth state in mnk, be included, the 
sum would exceed one-half of the total. 

The ten states and territories with the greatest re
ported average value of products per farm were: 
Hawaii, $9,697; District of Columbia, $3,235; Nevada, 
$3,094; Montana, $2,14:0; Wyoming, $1,954; C~lifor
nia, $1,815; Iowa, $1,598; North Dakota, $1,417; Ne
braska, $1,339; and Colorado, $1,338. The high aver
age for Hawaii reflects the large operations of the great 
sugar plantations antl those of the large cattle ranches. 
In the District of Columbia are included the reports of 
a few very extensive florists' establishments, and a 
number of large dairies. The small farms were too few 
to reduce the general average. The high averages for 
Nevada, Wyoming, Montana, and Colorado mark the 
influence of the range in adding to the product of the 
reported farm acreage. In value of products derived 
exclusively from farm lands, Iowa takes the lead. 

The average of these values per farm ior the Un'ited 

States wtt:,; $t\~(l. Not including Hawaii, it wns great
est in the 'N estern states, which use the pnblic domain, 
being there $1,381.l; next in the North Central, $1,074; 
nearly as grm1t in the North A tlirntic, $U8+; markedly 
less in the South Central, $53G; and least in the South 
Atlantic, $48+. (See Phlte No. 8 in connccti'on with 
these values.) 

In reporting the value of the products thttt were fed 
to live stock in 1899, the instructions were to include 
only those of which mention was made on the schedule. 
No account w11s to be taken of the value of pasturage, 
and none o:f feed purchased. Some of the schedules 
bo1:e evidence o:f the inclusion of pasturage, and some, 
in and near cities, plainly indicated the inelusion of 
feed purchttsed. When the value of producti:i feel 
exceeded that of the crops misecl on the farm which are 
~uitablc its feed for live stock, it wa:> reduced to equal 
the value of such crops. The grosser errors, due to 
exaggerated reports of products fed, were thus elimi
nated; but the tabulation doubtless includes some exces
sive reports of products fed, owing to the imprope1· 
inclusion of values of pastumge and of feed purchased. 
On the· other hand, products of considerable value were 
fed of which no reports were made, and the two 
classes of errors partially balance one another, so that 
the reported value of products fed may be accepted as 
approximately correct. 

The largest reported values of products fed were as 
follows: Iowa, $102,023,040; lllinois, $81,897,180; New 
York, $63,429,180; Missouri, $57,952,360; Pennsyl
vania, $57,043,'770; and Ohio, $56,245,050. These are 
the only states reporting over $50, 000,000. The average 
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vttlue per farm, of products fed, for the United States 
was $170. It generally increased as the regions of low 
winter temperature were approached, being largest in 
the North Central and North Atlantic states, $259 for 
the former and $254 for the latter. For the Western 
division it was $197; for the South Central, $75; and 
for the Sonth Atlantic, $65. In Hawaii it was praeti
cally nothing, since the only animals there fed hy hf1nd 
were on the large sugar plantations, which purchased 
great quantities of feed, but raised practically none. 
Of the individual states, Nevada reportccl the grca,test 
average value feel, $720. This included alfalfa and 
other crops used in feeding dairy cows and in fattening 
sheep and cattle. Iowa ranked second, with $446 per 
farm, chiefly corn and hay fed to mtttle and swine; 
Montana i·anked third, with $379 per farm, chiefly hay 
and alfalfa fed to c11ttle; and Vermont mnked fourth, 
$350, mainly corn and 111ty fed to horses and dairy cows. 

The gro;;s farm income, the nmonnt ohtn.ined by de
ducting the v1dne of products fed from that of all prod
ucts, aggregated $3, 764,177, 706. The nine st11tcs with 
reported incomes excoeding $150,000,000 wore Illinois, 
$2(ii3,752,.J:31; Iowa, $263,888,488; '.rox1tsJt\209,34G,434; 
Ohio, $200,820,7713; New Yodc, $181,8±1,420; lVIis
souri, $1()1,34:4,610; Ifonsas, $UH,154,2D2; Indiana, 
$155,DbO, 7fJG; and Pennsylvanhi, $150,851,830. The 
averago gToRs income per farm was $H,fl!}7 for 1-In:waii; 
$1,189 for the Westem division; $815 for the North 
Central; $i30 :for tho North Atlantic; $650 for the 
country n,:-; a whole; $461 for tho Sonth Centml divi
sion; 1tnd $419 for tho South Atlantic states. 

In addition to giving the tottil and 11vemge viilnos per 
farm of all products ancl of those fod and not fed, table 
cxrx presents the avemge valne of those products per 
acre of f11rm land and also per aero of improved hmd. 
For all farm land, the average gross income per 1tere 
was $4.4:7. In the District of Oolumbi!t it wmi $99.65. 
This land is all urban or sul1ni·ban, and the high average 
indic11tes intensive cultivation and reflects also the high 
value of the products of greenhouses connected with 
florists' est11blishments. High values elsewhere, except 
in Alaska !tnd Hawaii, are due, in a less degree, to 
similar causes. The leading states 11nd territories· 
were as follows: Alaska, $47.91; New ,Jersey, $12.34:; 
Rhode lslaud, $11. 78; Massachusetts, $10. 81; Connec
ticut, $9. 56; Hawaii, $8.45; Ohio, $8. 20; Illinois, $8. 04; 
and New York, $8.03. , 

Quite different result'3 are obtained when the average 
fa per acre of improved land, the g'reatest change being 
in the sections making use of the range, as New Mex
ico and Arizona, or in sections such as Hawaii, whe1·e 
large areas of useless h1nd are included with fertile 
tract'3 in large plantations. The average gross income 
per acre of improved land was $9.07 for the United 

States, $12. 70 for the North Atlantic division, $10.63 
for the Western, $9.55 for the South Central, $8.75 for 
the South Atlantic, and $8.0fl for the North Central. 
'l'heso 11verages, when compared with the others, explain 
the apparently poor agricultural reports of the South. 
A relatively small 11rea of the land is in IL good state of 
cultivation, the land 11ctually cultivated bringing about 
the same return per ncre as that in other sections of the 
country. The low 11verage for the North OentrnJ 
division is explained by the fact th1tt the mtio of farm 
land improved is much greater in this than in any 
other division, and hy the further fact thnt an excep
tionally large proportion of the cultivated acreage is 
devoted to hay and cereals, crops which yield compam
tively low r~turns per acre. (See Plate 8, showing 
the avemge valne of farm products per aero.) 

One of the most suggestive columns of figur3s found 
in table oxrx is that showing tho ratio of the value of 
the products not fed to live stock to the value of all 
:farm property, or the ratio of gross income returned 
hy fu.rming· operations to the :fixed capital of agri
culture. For the United State8 this mtio was 18.B 
per eent. It was largest in Alaska, Hawaii~ and the 
Southern sttites, nnd smallest in the Northel'n stntes. 
In tho South Atlantic st11tes it was 27.8 per l'ent; hi the 
South Central, 27.1 per cent; in tho North Atlantic and 
"Testern, 16.8 per cent; and in the North Cent.ml, 15.6. 
per cont. Land valnes have advanbe<l, relatively, more 
in the North than in the South, and a grrater portion 
of the vnlue of products in the North represents the 
income from the land and a loss portion that from 
hunmn lnbor, than in the South. An average gross farm 
income of $3. 93 per acre in Alabanm represents 45.3 
per cent of the yalue per tterc of till farm property. 
In MiR:sissippi an income of $4. fl7 per acre is equimlent 
to 44.4 per cent of the value per ncrc of 1111 farm prop
erty, while in Iowa an income of $7.62 per 1ttn•e repre
sents only 14.4 per cent of the v11lue of farm property, 
and in Illinois, an income of $8.04, only 13.2 per cent. 

These·percentages do not necessarily signify that agri
cultural operations in one section 11re less profitable tlrnn 
in another. That can be determined only after con
sidering the labor required in the production of crops, 
the expenditures for fertilizers, and other incidental 
expenses of operation. Some of, th~se will be shown 
in the tables and in the discussiol) of the statistics of 
agricnltural labor. 

PRODUC'J.'S OF FARMS OF SPECIFIED GIWUPS. 

'J'able oxx presents the principal facts of the preeed
ing table for groups of farms classified by area, prin
cipal source of income, amount of income, tenure, and 
race of farmer. 



VALUE OF FARM PRODUCTS IN 1899. cxxv 

TABLE CXX.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE VALUES OF PRODUCTS OF 1899, WITH PERCENTAGES, FOR FARMS IN SPECI
FIED GROUPS, CLASSIFIED BY AREA, PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT 
FED TO LIVE STOCK, TENURE, AND BY RACE OF FARMER. 

A.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA IN ACRES. 

VALUE OF PRODUCTS, 
Per cent 

AVERAGE VAl.UE Plm FAm!. 

GROUPS OF FARMli. 
not fed, 
to value 
of farm Fed to Not fed 

Total. Fed to livo Not feel to live property. Total. llvo to live stoek. stock. stock. stock. 

~--·--·-- ----- ------
All farms ••.••.......••..•••. 84, 739, 118, 752 $9741941, 040 $3, 764, 177, 706 18.8 $826 8170 $056 

=--===-==== -------- ---_ ... _____ = -- --------
Undcrs ........................... 25, 124, 290 312, 090 2•1, 812, 200 27.8 600 8 592 
Sand nnderlO ..................... 49, 95(>, 241 3, 929, 107 46,026, 134 18.4 220 17 203 
10 and under 20 .................... 108. fi22. 423 12, 716, 320 95, 806, 103 22.3 207 31 236 
20 ancl under 50 .................... •188, 2ii7' 976 75,057, 660 408, 200, 816 25.4 384 GO 32·1 
50 and under 100 ................... 867, 941, 223 180, 988, 450 686, 957' 773 20.1 635 182 508 
lOOand under 175 .................. 1, 329, 32•1, 768 303, 623, 205 1, 025, 696, 513 17. 9 935 214 721 
175 and under 260 .................. 676, 1'11,MO 159, 707, 385 516, •134, 105 16. 7 1,880 326 1,05'1 
200 and under 500 .................. 664, 560, 473 152, 585, 313 511, 975, 160 16.3 1,758 404 1, 854 
500 and under 1,000 ................ 246, 17f>, 635 50, 064, 056 196, 111, 079 16. s 2,401 488 1, 913 
11000 nnd over ..................... 288, 115, 183 35, 956, 910 252, 158, 273 16.l 6,094 760 5,33·1 __ ... ------

B,-FARMS CLASBIFmD HY PRINCIPAL SOU!.'.\::E OF !NCOMJ~. 

-H-ay-an_d_g_r-a!-n-.·-.-.. -.-.. -.-.. -.-.. -.-.. -.-.. ~.~1-,;·.-I0-,9-i;,-~:-19---2-37-,-78-0-,4-38~-l-,·0-0-3,~~8,0ll l\-;,7 

Vegetables . • .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. • .. 118, 255, 248 14, 583, 6fi0 103, 671, fi~~ 19. o 
Fruits............................. 81, 904, 100 6,841, 300 · 75, 152,800 17.1 
Live stock......................... 1, HM, 135, \!12 421, 290, 090 1, 232, Mfi, 822 16. 4 
D11iry produce ................ .'.... 384, 9fi:!, 680 103, 039, 771 281, 313, 909 16. 6 
Tobacco........................... 74, 212, 350 8, 871, 600 6li, 340, 750 80. 3 
Cotton............................. fi17, 5il8,fi1H 56, 425, 460 •161, 113,058 41.0 
Rice............................... 7,81V,805 189,710 7,630,095 42.8 
Sugar.............................. 40,8°'1,284 1,754,330 39,040,95'1 20.0 
Flowers and plant:H................ 18, 50f>, 881 83, 859 18, •122, 522 35.1 
Nursery productH.................. 10, 270, 135 192, 900 10, 081l, lSG 52. 7 
Taro............................... 187,810 ................ 187,810 33.S 
Coffee .. .. . . .. .. .. . • • .. . .. • . .. .. .. • 290, MO • .. • • • • • .. .. • • • 200, HriO lli. o 
Mlscclla.neons..................... "89, 16H, 235 123, 2881883 465, 87•1, ll02 19. 5 

940 
759 
998 

1, 007 
1,077 

698 
483 

1, 368 
r>1 fifiG 
3,005 
5,0GO 

111,?fj 
fi68 
nno 

180 
94 
83 

!69' 
200 

83 
53 
33 

23\l 
H 
9[> 

110 

1, 
5, 
2, 
•I, 

760 
665 
915 
788 
787 
615 
430 
mm 
317 
901 
1171 
•125 
MB 
4•10 

------------"-----"-------'-------'~---"------'---········-· ·----

AVERAGE VALUE 
PER ACRE, 

---~ --··"-~-~--.-

Products Products 
fed, not fed. 

------
$1.16 84.47 

-·---· ----
8.93 312, 07 
2,80 82,82 
2,28 16. 78 
1.81 9,83 
1.84 6.97 
1.58 5.32 
1.55 6.00 
1.18 s. 95 
o. 74 2,89 
0.18 1.26 

1.18 4. 77 
u~ 10.21 
1,11 12.22 
1.19 3,47 
2.89 6.50 
0.93 G.82 
0.08 fi.15 
0.17 7.02 
0.66 H.UB 
1. 95 4ill,8ll 
1.10 60.M .......... 0,90 

""Toil' 4.14 
4.12 

....... ~----

AVERAGE VAi.UR 
!'ER ACl\E OF 

!Ml'IlOVED I.AND, ____ ,_ 

Produc~9 
fed. 

---
$2. 85 

= 
4,48 
s. 10 
2, 49 
2. 27 
2, 69 
2.56 
2. 58 
2.11 
1. 70 
1. 46 

----

Prodncts 
llOt led, 

$9.0 
-

.856. ~ 36. 
18. 7 4 

7 
0 
6 
7 

OS 
5 
6 

12.3 
10. 2 

8.6 
8. 1 
7. 
6.6 

10.2 

-------
1. 62 6.84 
2. 77 19.66 
2.00 21.99 
8.18 9.15 
4.58 12.44 
1.58 11.61 
1.24 10.12 
0.41 16.40 
1. 70 87.83 
2.40 f):10. Afi 
1 .. 10 711.37 .......... 02. 86 

..... 2:50· 20.59 
0,•16 

c.-FARMS CLASSIFIED HY VALUE 01<' PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED ·ro r,rvg STOCK. 

-I 
so ••.••...........••••••••.••..••... 1, 002, 715 1, 092, 715 ·••"".j,'887,'tlliti' ...... 3.'9' 20 20 """'20' 0.07 ""'ti.'47' o. 01 ..... Toi 81 1md under $50 .................. 7, (122, 4•JB 2, 734, 853 45 10 0.20 0.90 
&riO ancl under $100 ................ 30, 108, 705 7, 970, 699 22, 198,000 8.0 99 20 78 0.45 1.24 1. 81 8.0S 
8100 and under $250 ............... 282, 521, 019 02, 722, 148 219, 799, 771 16. 2 226 50 170 o. 7•1 2.60 1. 72 6. 04 
$2.'iO ancl nnr1erS500 ................ 7•13, 117, 717 159, 140, 242 583, 077, 475 19.4 404 00 805 1.05 a. M 2.00 7.57 
5500 nnd under $1,000 ••••.••••••.•• 1, 246, 8•1fi, 830 281, 830, 282 96fi, 016, 548 18.0 004 20! 700 1 .. 12 4.87 2. 43 8.84 
Sl,000 and under $2,500 •....••••••• l,fi37, 7G0,280 334, •188, 968 1, 203, 270, 318 17.6 1,854 404 1,451 1, 72 6.17 2. 68 9. 64 
82,500 1tnd over .................... 880, 989, 137 124' 061, 189 765, 027' 008 22.1 5, 775 811 4, 964 o. 75 4, 56 2.52 15,<IO 

' 
n.-FARMS CT,ASSIFIEn BY TENURE. 

··-----------·---·-·-"•"·--···---·- ·-·-··-·- -----·--~· - ---·---

O\vncrs...... .. ...... ............... 2, 
l't\l't OWllCl'8 ..................... .. 
Ow1H!l'" 1uul t<m1mts ............. .. 
M1tn11gurs ....................... .. 
Cush tenant• ................... .. 
Slmre tcnnnts .................... . 

M8,012,fH1 565, 941i, 7'11 1, 997, 606, 800 18. 1 81'1 
5f>8, ti14, 991 117, 703,55\) 1J.10, 81>1, {132 17,8 1, 237 
fill, 052, 37i> 13, 5'12,606 •13, 109, 709 17.3 1,063 

201, O:l!l, 381 25, 8'17' •160 17H, lilt, 1121 15.8 3,446 
526, 9(i4, 803 9•1, 9ll7, 120 432, 007, 077 19.1 700 
H29, 234, 661 156, 934, 49'1 672, :mo, 107 19. 9 651 

---------·-···-·· ·---~------

180 63•1 1. 3•1 
201 U76 0.9'1 
2M 809 1"18 
437 3, 000 o. 29 
126 57'1 1.23 
123 528 1.33 

... --·····-

4, 73 
B. f>3 
•l. 71 
1, \)\) 
li.[i8 
fi. 71 

···---·-------

2.6' 2 
8 
9 
1 
3 
0 

2.0 
2.4 
2.a 
2.2· 
1. 9 

o. 25 
7. 76 
7. 92 

lli. 9,1 
10.lli 
8.12 

E.-FARMS Cf,ASSIJl'IIW BY RAC!£ 01' FAHMER. 

-·---------·--.. -----.,,.. ·---·--·--···---... -_. ___ .. _. ___ ··-··---.. ---··-----·---.. -·-~- ... 
White ........................... .. 
Negro ........................... .. 
Irnlian .......................... .. 
ChillCHC ............ · ............. .. 
Japttncsc ......................... . 
HllWltihtn 1 ...................... .. 

4, 471, 019, 160 
255, 751, 145 

7,S9·1,li73 
4, 284,537 

306, 187 
BOS, 200 

9'17, (i2!i, 024 
25, 8·13, 1HS 
1, 400, 003 

70,2M 
2,322 

················ 

3, 52B, 3011, 130 17. 7 900 
229, \)ll7, 702 46.0 3•12 

5, 994, 570 15. 7 371 
4 214 283 38.4 2,320 
'soa: Rrn 30. 9 537 
soa, 200 15.0 743 

191 709 1.10 •1.41 2,•13 9.02 
3'l 308 0.68 6.01 l.11 9. 8-1 
70 301 0.41 1. 75 1. 60 6.86 
38 2,288 o.oo 35,88 1.01 00.50 
4 li33 0.11 14. 35 0.36 40. 7B 

7'13 0.75 H.O:I 

·---- -· ----··~-----·---------- -~·-"·--~----- ---· ~----~-------------

I Inclucllng purt Huw11!1£tn8 anrl 1 south Sett IHlander. 

Of farms classified by area, the group containing 
100 to 175 acres-the typic11l homestead of the West
reports the greatest total value of farm products, and 
the greatest gross farm income. The averages form 
more or less regular series, presenting· most, if not 
all, of the characte'ristics noted for value of farm prop
erty in the discussion of preceding tables. 

The lowest average value of products per farm and 

the lowest average gross farm income are found in the 
group of farms with 3 and under 10 Mres. :For prod
nch.l fed, the lowest average is for farms with les::; than 
3 acres. From the low :figures for these groups the 
averages per farm rise in regular series to the largest 
farms. The farms of less than 3 acres have very large 
incomes, reflecting the inclusion of florists' establish
ments and city dairies and the nse of the range in con-



CXXVl STA'l'Isrnos OF AGRICULTURE. 

neetion with fnxms of that reported area. The income 
from the most common group-that of farms with 100 
to 175 n,cres-was $721; that of farms with from 3 to 
10 acres was $203, and that of farms of over 1,000 
acref! was $5,334:. 

The avernge value per acre and the per cent of 
gross inco~ to all farm property form i:;el'ies which 
are the reverse of the 1wemge income per farm. They 
are ln.rgest for farms of smallest area and, with the excep
tion of the average per acre of improved land forfarms 
of 1,000 acres and over, they arc smallest for farms of 
grmitest area. The gross income of the smallest farms 
was equal to 27.8 pm· cent of the value of the form prop
erty, while th~it of farms containing 1,000 acres was 
only 16.1 per cent. The sh1tement made in the dis
cussion of the varying percentages for the states, that 
the comparative profits in agriculture are not necessarily 
shown thereby, must be repeated for these percent-
ages. " 

The avemge income per acre of 1111 fa1·rn htnd i·anged 
from $312.07 for form.'l of less than 3 acres to $1.26 for 
those of over 1,000 acres, the product of n farm vary
ing with the labor employed, and other expenditures, 
more than with the area of Janel. 

The n:rernge value per ncre of improred land was 
greatest for farms of less than 3 acres and smallest for 
those with 11rens of 500 n,ud ·less thM 1, 000 ncres. It 
was g-renter for farms of 1,000 ncros and over than for 
the five groups immedit1teJy p1·uceding. This was due 
to the smaller relative improved acreage in these fiyc 
groups, the unimproved land being extensively utilized 
for grazing live stock. 

Of farms classifind l>y their print:ipfil source of in
come, lin1-stock: and hay iincl gmin fnrrns report the 
111rgest total nilues of products autl also the l:Lrge:ot 
gross incomes. The farms proclneing the staples of 
the South, such as cotton, tobacco, aud rice, show a 
htrger per cent of income on investment tlutn those of 
the North, upon which bay and gmin, and Jfre stoek 
are the str1ples. Such farms a:; fiorists' establishments 
and nurseries, also report a yery large per cent of 
inconrn. Sugar farms report the largest average in
come pet' farm, $5,317; nurseries the next, $4,971; and 
flodst::i' establishments the third largest, $2,901. Rice 
farms bad an avernge income of $1,335; fruit farms, 
$015; live-stock forms, $788; dairy farms, $787; and 
cotton farms, $430. 

The average per acre varied greatly for these farms, 
being highest :for florists' establishments, which use 
small. areas of land, but have Jarge expenditures for 
labor, fuel, and maintenance of plants. For their total 
acreage the average income per acre was $431.83, ftnd 
for the improved land, $530.85. Nurseries reported 
an average o:f $60.84 per acre of all land, and $73.37 
per acre of improyed land; sugar farms, $14.63 per 
acre of all land, and $37.83 for the improved land. 
These averages were much higher in Hawaii than in 

Louisiana. The lowest average per aere of improved 
land was for hay and grain farms. 

The -figures for forms classified !Jy amount of farm 
income, show variations which follow naturally- from 
this mode of grouping. The averages per farm and 
per acre, a::; well as the income upon farm property, all 
form series with the lowest averages for the farms with 
lowest reported incomes, and the highest for the group 
of farms with largest incomes. The only exceptions 
arc those due to the causes opemting in the case of 
farms with over 1,000 acres, to which attention has 
been called. More than half of the entire n1lue of prod
ucts from 1111 farmH is reported by farms with incomes 
of from $500 to $2,500. 

For farms classified by tenure, the fignre1:1 showing 
the per cent of income upon valne of property arc in 
some respects noteworthy. The percentages n,re great
est for tenant-operated farms, and least for irn1naged 
forms. The facts here presented were :inticipatecl 
in the discussion of fable Lxxvr, which gave the per 
cent of improved land in farms of various tenures. The 
tenant-operated farms luwe complrnitively htrgc areas 
of improved land, and hence secmrc incomes which, rel
ath·e to total :farm values, art~ high. An additional 
factor influencing the figures to some extent is the fol
lowing: A large proportion of the tenant farms 11rc in 
the South, where htnd has a cmnparatin~ly low valua
tion, consequ<'ntly the income per acre for these farms 
is relntivcly high. This feature of Southem agricul
turn is i:;hown more elettrly for tenant farms thn,n for 
those of owners in the fignrcs for farm1:1 clasi:;ified by 
tenure, given in titble cxx. Tho smaller per cent for 
mmmged :farms fa due to a number of cituscs. In the 
Etistern states managed farms are largely the agricul
tural hind of public institntions, or farms of wealthy 
proprietors who use them as much for pleasure 11s for 
profit. In the West they are cattle ranches, from 
which, it is believed, a less complete statement has heen 
secured of the s11les o:f animals than of the property on 
hand. 

From the above discussion of table cxx, it is seen that 
the average value of products per farm varies with the 
different areas and tenures of the farms. The average 
per acre reflects the location of the greater number 
of managed farms on the cheap and lei:;s productive 
land of the West, a greater relative are11 of improved 
land in the farms of tenants than in those of owners, 
and the least in managed farms. 

White farmers reported about 94 per cent of the value 
of all farm products; negro farmers, the greatest per 
cent of gross.income upon value of farm property; Chi
nese farmers, the greatest average value per farm, per 
acre, and per acre of improved land; and Indian form
ers, the lowest average product per farm and per acre 
of improved land. The Chinese had an average gross 
income per farm of $2,288; Hawaiians, $743; whites, 
$709; Japanese, $533; negroes, $308; and Indians, $301. 
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.ADDITIONS TO FARM WEALTH. 

The value of the crops and animal products of a given 
year or decade, including the w1lne of the anirnalR 
brought to maturity and sold or slaughtered, does not 
represent all the material re:mlts of labor on rttrms · 
neither does it include all the intrinsic itdditionR to th~ 
wealth of the nation that 11ccrue directly from snch 
labor. A portion of the time :md energy of every 
farmer and of every farm laborer is utilized in makinD' 
additions to ~he v11lne of form property, or at least i~ 
keeping that property from deteriomting in value. 
Buildings ancl fences are repaired and new ones con
structed; fruit trees 1md vines are planted mid citrecl for 
nntil they attain berLring ages; on t.he front1e1\ form1ts 
are cleared, prairies hroken, and other work i~ciclPntttl 
to opening new farms is performed. In some sections 
drains arc nrndc for citrrying off surplus wrLter, and in 
others ditches 1111d cannls are constructed at great cost 
to furnish water for irrigation. Then the losses th11t 
a~·e iiicic'.entn.l ~o agrienltnre have to he made good. 
]i~rm 1Lnm11Lhi die by disease or accident, or are killed 
by dogs mHl wolves, while work aninmh; and dairy 
cow8 hecomc useless by reilson o:f age, ttnd must hn r1;
placecl hy younger ones. These losses and dt!rngeH mil 
fo1: ~he generation and growth of young nninutl8, l'e
qmrrng hLbor and· ea re on the pnrt of the farmer and 
his assistants. 

The foregoing are n few iimong nrnny 11pplictttionK of 
the labor of ftn·nHH'."l iwd their employees the results of 
which are not included in the value of farm products 
of 1s9n as g·ivL'n in this report, although they 1Lll add 
to the wealth of the nation. The census of 1870 
included in its report of the total value of farm prod
ucts o"f 1869, as estimated by the farmers, the value of 
~Lll additions and betterments to stock, in fcneing or in 
unprovements of any description, so far as the s1Lme 
were due to farm fabor. Such additions are nhout the 
only ones among those above referred to that can be 

approximately estimated for the country as a whole. 
This can be done for a given decade by .deducting the 
vnlue of all farm property at the heginning from that 
n.t the close, and for any given year the additions would 
not vn.ry great.ly from the i~verage 1mnm1l increase, or 
one-tenth of the total increase for the decade. 

The additions to all forms of farm property in the 
United States from .Tune 1, 1890, to ,June 1, 1900, 
amounted to $4,431, 734,14!!. This would indicate an 
avemge yearly addition of $443,173,415. H this aver
age be included with the $8, 764,177, 706, the reported 
rnlne of the products of l89H not fed to live stod{ 
there. is obtained a tot!Ll of $4,207,351,121, which ma; 
be said to represent the 1ulditions made by farm lubor 
to the wenJth of the 1rntion in n single· year. This 
amount nmy hl\ used in estimating, in iLn approximate 
way, the rehttivc productive power of labor in the 
vttrious stnfos of thn 1mtio11. 

The tigur<':ci given above, and all other figures of this 
report reliiting to the v1ihrn of farm products, must be 
taken with grm1t limitationR. Attention has already 
hoen c11lled to tlrn ftwt that the value of tho prodnets of 
.18HH wnR greater, in nll probability, than that shown by 
the reported tobtl, which eon::;1'qucntly faih~ to show tho 
productive power of labor on forms. T n this rm1pect, 
the stn.tiRtfos of t1gricnltnrc arn thn ynry reverse of 
thmm of manufactures. In mtLnuf:H'tnrcR, there is a 
<'ompletc exhibit of the Yttlne of prorhwts, including 
the v1tlue of tLll nrnehlnnry constructed h,, faetories for 
nRc in their own or in other e1>t1tblisl11ne;1ts, and pmc
tic1tlly idl expendituros for renewing or adding to the 
plants. The fact that the expenditures of factories for 
the objects In.st nmned, ns well as the extent of their 
loRSlls of various kinds, can not be definitely ascer
taiiwcl renders it impossible to determine the l;~·otits of 
manufactures from their sbttifitics, and cnu~es most of 
the comparisons lll!Lde between thn induHtrieR of agri
culture and manufactures to be won e tlmn tiseless .. 
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Ii' ARM LABOR. 

EXPENDITURES FOR LABOR IN 1899. 
I 

The total and average expenditures for labor on farms 
in 1899, including the vnJue o:f the board furnished, are 
g·iven for :farnis variously classified in Tables 11 to 17. 
A summary o:f such information, by states and terri
tories, iii presented in table oxxr. 

TAnrn OXXI.-TOTA.L AND A VERA.GE EXPENDITURES, 
FOR LABOR ON FARMS IN 1899, WITH PERCENTAGES, 
BY STATES AND TERRITORIES. 

-- ___ . ...., 

A.VERA.G~. 
l'ER CENT OF 

VAT,UE, 

STATJlS AND 1'ERR!TOR!J!:B, Total. 
Prod-Per Per All 

prod- uet.qnot farm. ncre, ucts. fed. 

-- ----" 
The United State~ ••...•. $365, SO!i, 921 $64 $0,43 7.7 9.7 

-·-= -- -------
North At1n.ntlc division •.....•. 71, 197, 870 105 1.09 10.7 14.4 

----- -~ ---
M11ine ...................... 2,667,2tl0 45 0,42. 7. 2 9.8 
New lfompshirc ........... 2, 304, 520 79 0.64 10.5 14.5 
Vermont ........... 8, 133, 140 05 o. 66 9.3 14.2 
11Iiuis1whusetts ...... : : : : : : : 7, •187, 280 1\)9 2.BS 17.7 22.0 
Rhode Island .............. [ 1,032, 860 188 2.27 16,3 19.2 
C<11111ectluut ....•..••..•..•. 4, 108, 420 152 1.77 H.6 18.B 
New York .................. 27, 102, 130 120 1.20 11.0 l4.9 
N·mv 1h~rHc~r ................ 0, 720, 080 194 2,37 10.4 19.2 
l'enirnylyanlli .............. 16, U•17, 730 71 0,86 8.0 11. 0 

South Atlantic clivMon ...••.•• 37, 086, Q.10 39 0, 36 8,0 9,2 
----- ---- ------

llclawfiro .................. 1,075,980 111 un 11.6 14.5 
Maryland .................. 5, 715, 520 124 1.11 13.0 16.3 
Ilbtrict of Colum bltt ....... IU7,420 73·1 28,26 22.7 23. 3 
Virglnin. ................... 7, 790, 720 46 0.39 9.0 10. 6 
WeHt Virglnln .............. 2,0'11,560 22 0.19 4.6 fi.6 
North C1trolln11 •••..•..•..• 5, 41'1, 950. 24 0,2<1 6. 1 6.9 
South C11rolinn •••.....••.•• 6,107, 100 39 0.44 8.9 9.8 
Georgln. .................... 7, 244,520 82 0.27 6.0 7.9 
l'lorlcl1t .................... 1,468, 290 36 0.34 8.0 !U 

North Clmtml cll\•igJon ........ 143,320, ~80 65 0.45 G.1 s.o 
-- ---· ---

Ohio ....................... H,602,600 52 0.59 5. 6 7.2 
I11tll11n1i .................... 9, 685, 640 44 0,,!5 4. 7 6.2 
IllhltlJH ..................... 22, 182,flfJO 84 0.68 u .. 1 8 <1 
Mi<'hig-n11 .................. 10, 717, 22!1 52 0.61 7.3 9,8 
Wiscun"ln .................. 10, 4HH, lllO 62 0.63 0.6 o.o 
MlnncHot11 ............ l!i,llfl7,820 108 0,63 10.3 13.0 
1<>\Vtl. ~ •..... , •....••••.•••• rn,mr.,mo 72 0.47 4.5 6.2 
"i\JtH~1 >lll'i ..•..... - ..••• , ..... ~· ~~~· ~~~ 3<] o.:m -1.5 6.1 
North Dakot1t .............. \ 203 O.b9 H.3 17.1 
Hon th Dakotn ........... , .. fl~ 02B; 070 105 0.20 8.4 10.5 
'.'lchr11sku .................. ! 7, su9, mo 61 0.25 •:!.fl 5.9 
ICtlllH~tS ... - . - ...•.. -·. - ...•. - 10, 79~. mo 62 0.20 li.1 6.7 

:-;,,uth Centml <liYisiou ......... 49, 4·16, 0-11 30 o.rn f>.6 6.5 

K;mtnck~'. ..... _ ........... ) 
----- ~----~ ---

ll,618,330 28 0.30 ru 6.5 
'l't~Ullt~f1~1CC, ........ , ......... i •l, 730,370 21 o. 23 4.fi &.4 
Ah1tmmn ................... 1 4,31'1,·IOO 19 (),21 1J. 7 5.fl 
M i~:-i~.,ippi ...... , .......... j 3,917,25\l 18 0.21 3.8 4.8 
LouiHin.nn. •. ................ ! 10,6\12, 710 U2 0.97 H.7 16.2 
'fc.~xm; ~ ..................... j 12, :i:n, 905 35 0.10 5. l fi. 9 
Oklnhomii ................. i 218fi9, (j;-)Q as 0.15 fi" 6. 3 
Ind inn Tcrrltury ••...•..... , t, am, s70 2!J U.18 <1.8 r,, 1 
..-\ rkan:-;ns .. ___ ............. r 3, 171, 090 18 0.10 ·l.ll •I. H 

iYestt·rn <liyi,ion ............... J~ .... 56, 3·10, 3ll~ 282 o. 60 ltl. 7 19.fl 
----~- --·-- ---~-

Monttuui ................... 
1 

ri,077,3!0 880 0 .. 13 17. 7 21. 6 
Wyom!ng......... ... .. . ... 2, {)!5, 230 -120 o. 32 ~2.0 211. a 
Colorn<ln... ... . .. ... • ...... 1, 100, 005 l61i 0.43 12.'1 in.a 
;-;fuw Moxlco ............... .1, 951, 110 158 0.38 lV.2 21.·1 
~\.rizontt..................... 1,152,ti?O ms 0, (iO rn.;:; JR. 7 
Ut!lh.................... ... 1, 837, 000 95 0.45 11.1 13. 6 
NcV1t<lrt .. .. .. ... • • .. . .. .. .. 1, 380, 050 635 O.fi.l 20. ft ~o. 7 
mi.ho...................... 2, 2rio, 450 129 o. 70 12. r, 16.4 
Wa~hington................ 5,280,190 159 O.G2 15, ~ 17.8 
Ore~·C>n ..................... 4,842, 884 135 0.48 rn. 7 15. 2 
C11llfornh1 .................. - 25, 84.5, 120 356 o. 90 19.tl 21. 9 

l\.lttska ........................... 825 69 5.19 10.3 10.8 
Hawt\il. ........................ 7, \l13, 166 3,481 3.00 35. ll 3iUl 

The above tu.ble Hhows not only the total and aver
ttgc expenditure~ for labor, but also the percentages 

of the total value of farm products. A study of the 
figures of this table in connection with those of the 
tables giving the nvernge 1::>ize of farms in different 
states and territories, brings out tile fact that farm 
area and character of product are the most potent fac
tors in determining the expenditures for labor. Of the 
two factors the influence 0£ area is the more easily 
traced. 

The average area of farms was greater in lfawaii and 
in the Western division than in the other g·eog-raphic 
divisions, as were also the average expenditures per 
farm and per aere of farm land, and the per eent 0£ the 
value o:f farm products represented by the expenditures 
for labor. These averages and percentages reflect the 
influence of factors other than area, which can best be 
considered by compa1:ison with table oxxn, which gives 
for fa1·ms classified by area, principal source of income, 
and by other characteristics, the information given in 
the preceding table for states and territories. 

TAnLg CXXII.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE EXPENDITURES 
- FOR LABOR ON PARMS IN 1899, WITH PERCENTAGES, 

IN SPECIFU:D GROUPS CLASSIFIED BY AREA, PRIN· 
CIPAL SOURCE OP INCOME, VM_,UE OF PRODUCTS OF 
1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, TENURE, AND RACE 
OF FARMER. 

A.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA IN ACRES. 

GROUPS OF FARll!S, Total. 
Per Por 

farm. acre, 

PER CENT OF 
VAJ,\lE, 

All l'rod-
prod- uctsnoi 
nets. feel. 

------------ ----- ---· ---- ----
All forms ................ $365, 305, 921 $6·1 $0.4:1 7. 7 9. 7 

--~ -~- ----
Unclur3 ........................ S, 203, 9RO 77 •10.30 12. 8 12.9 
3 ann under 10 ................. 4,143,G16 18 2.03 8. 3 9.0 
10 nml under 20 ................ G, 379, 890 10 1.1~ !),!) 6. 7 
20 and under 50 ................ 22, 76li1 505 18 "0.f)5 4. 7 fl.6 
fiO imd under 100 ............... 44, 996, 740 aa {J..j(l 5.2 fl. 0 
100 an(] tnulm 175 .............. 81\ 381, •'176 00 0.4fi o.u 8,•J 
175 and under 2fi0 .............. os,aso, mo 109 0.52 7,9 10. 3 ' 
2GO 11.ncl nnclcr rioo .............. 62, 593, 88·1 lllG 0.481 

ti A 1~.2 
500 nnd under 1,000 .....••.•••. 31, 949, 080 812 0.'17 13.0 lil.3 
1,000 1mcl over .................. 50, 061, lf>O 1,059 0.25 l7.•1 lU.9 
---·---- ------

B.-l<AHJ\IS CLASSWIED BY PRINCIPAL souncE OP INf:OMK 

Hay nnd gru.ln .·~-~-~~00, 09G, fi20 l
1 Vegct>Lble8. .... .... . ..... ...... 16,•199,892 

FruitH.......................... 15, 120, 200 
Uvc Htock...................... 101, 544, 790 
Dtiiry riroll uce .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. 37, 427, fi80 
TohnccoH...................... 51 42:1,852 
coiton ......................... 27,04:!, l~ti 
Rice........................... 1,707,af>ll 
Sugar .. .. .. . • .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. • .. 14, 57•1, 3M 
1"1owers and plants............ 4, 155, 970 
Nursery products............... 2, 3051 270 
Tlll'O . .. • .. .. .. • .. • • . .. . .. . .. • .. 2, H02, 390 I 
nolfce.......................... 18-1, 140 
Miscellaneous.................. 39, 200, B8ti 

$70 
100 
18•1 

6f> 
105 
51 
25 

290 
1, 985 

(i75 
1, 136 

51 
~rno 

37 
c 

$0.47 
1. 62 
2.·10 
ll. 29 
0.80 
o. 57 
0. 3ll 
1. f17 
IUii. 

\l?.<l~ 1' 
lil. Ul .\ 

1. 18 \' 2.fi~ I 
0.3:i ! 

8.1 
1·1. u 
18,4 
ll.l 
0. 7 
7,B 
fi,2 

:dl.8 
:m.7 
2~.n 
22. •t 
12.0 
G3,S 
tU 

10.0 
1".9 
20.1 
8.2 

13.3 
8.3 
5.9 

22.1 
37.3 
22.6 
22.9 
12.0 
6S.3 
8.4 

C.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY VALUE OF PRODUCTS OJ.< 18HU N01.' l•'ED 'l'O 
LIVE l::!TOCK, 

$1,21s,060 I- ~241~-;,;l 
0(i6, 2-10 <! o. 06 

1, 3·17' 800 ·1 o. 08 
9, 097, 2B5 7 1 0.11 

28, 735, 008 18 I (), 19 
71, 801, 309 521 o. 36 

131, 245, 787 158 o. 07 
121, 133, 582 786 o. 72 

$0 ............................ .. 
$1 nnd under $50 ............. .. 
$50 and under $100 ............ . 
$100 ann under $250 .......... .. 
$250 n.nd nnder $500 •.•......••. 
$500 ancl under $1}00 ..•.. , ... . 
$1,0(}() aud under !!2,500 ...... .. 
$2,600 nnd over ...... , ......... . 

117. 0 
s. 7 
•1.5 
3. 2 
:l.9 
li,8 
8.5 

rn. o 

""i:i.'6 
6.1 
4.1 
4.9 
7.4 

10.9 
15.8 
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TAm,E CXXII.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE EXPENDITURES 
FOR LABOR ON FARMS IN 1899, WI'rH PERCENTAGES, 
IN SPECIFIED GROUPS CLASSIFIED BY AREA, PRIN
CIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 
1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, 'fENURE, AND RACE 
OF FARMER-Continued. 

D.-FARMS CI,ASSIFIED BY TENURE. 

AVERAGE, PER CEN1' OF 
VAJ,UJ~. 

GROUPS OF FAR~rs. Tot!ll. 11--~--ll·-·----

Pet• 
farm. 

Per 
nare, 

All I'l'o<l-
prod- nots not 
nets. fed. 

---------11----·11-·-- ·-·- ------
Owners ......•................. 
l'!lrt owners ................... . 
OwnCl's 1tn<l tenants ......... .. 
Manngcrs ..................... . 
Cash tenants ..•................ 
Sl11tro tenants..... .. ........ .. 

$190, Olli, •144 
4fi, 2H3,510 

H,242, 7:10 
•18, 815, 281 
HO, .U2, 3•10 
•10, urn, 606 

$61 $0. 45 
100 o. 86 

Gl O. 35 
732 o. 48 

•18 • 0 .. 11 
36 o. 39 

E.-FAHMS CLASsnrrnu l!Y RACE 01r rrARMER. 

Whtto .......................... $HM, 605, IHO $71 $0.·H 

fnecft~~;: ::: :::: :: : : : : :::::::: :: : 8, 789, 792 12 0.23 
371i,056 10 0.11 

Chinese ........................ 1, 3~0,HSl 717 11, 25 
Jn.pancse ....................... Ul,512 101 4.82 
lfawniian ...................... 62,fl!lO 128 0.18 

7. •l 
8.1 
5. 7 

21.2 
ti. 9 
5. 6 

7. 9 
3. •l 
5.1 

30.8 
29. 0 
17. 2 

O,ti 
10.3 
7.5 

2·1.3 
x .. 1 
6.0 

10.1 
il. 8 
0.3 

31. 3 
30. l 
17.2 

Of farms classified by area, those of sui::1llest size had 
the largest avemgc expenditure for 111bor per acre, and 
those of largbst size, the smallest. For farms of Jess than 
3 acre::; it was $40. 30, and foe those of 1,000 acres and 
over only $0. 25 per acrn. The ten groups do not, hmv
ever, constitute an unbroken series, since the three 
groups with arens between 175 to 1,000 acres had aver
ages per acre greater than the group with areas of 100 
to 175 acres. These three groups may show in some 
degree the influence of the character of the agricultu
ral operations in increasing the avemge expenditure 
for labor; but the low figure for the 100 to 175 ac1'e 
group, including as it does the greater number of hold
ings under the homestead laws, probably indicates that 
such holdings, particularly those recently occupied, are 
either largely uncultivated or cultivated solely by the 
labor of the operator. 

The average expenditure per farm was least for 
farms contnining 10 nnd li.nder 20 acres, and tho percent 
of the value of products represented by the expenditures 
for labor was least for farms containing from 20 to 50 

0 
acres. With the exception of these groups tho aver
ages per farm and the percentages increase steadily with 
the size of farms. . The higher averages and percentages 
in those groups of very Hmall area reflect the influence 
of vegetable, fruit, rice, and coffee farms, and of flor
ists' establishments and nurseries, in increasing the 
expenditures for labor. The high average expenditures 
for such fa1·ms 11re shown most fully in the figures of 
section B of table cxxu, which 'give information con
c01;ning labor expenditures for farms classified by 
principal source of income. In addition to these, there 
were the live-stock farms operated by managers, with 
little or no land owned or leased but with access to 
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unlimited areas of the public domain, i1nd having lttrge 
expenditures for the care of th(~ir herds. 

The highest expenditure per 11cre, $H7.42, Wtt::1 for 
florists' ostablislnnents. The Hame class of ·farms had a 
very high average expenditure per farm, representing 
a large per cent of the valuG of products. All these 
facts concerning such farms nm reflected in the figures 
for farms of less than 3 acres, and nJso in those for the 
District of Columbia in the preceding table. 

Sugar farms had the gren.tcst expenditure per form, 
and the highest per cent of the v11lue of produets p11id 
out for lnbor. 'rho inJluenco of tlrn farms of thi1:1 cla1:Js 
is shown in the preceding tnble in the corresponding 
figures for Hawaii nncl Louisirurn .. 

Cotton f1trm8 had the lowest oxpendi.ture per· acre 
and per form, and the smallest proportion of the value of ffe 

products expended for htbor. Those farms we1·e 
chiefly cultivittecl by negro te1111nts in tmcts just large 
enou1.!'h to mmhlc tho tenant nnd his family to c11re for 
the crops without hiring lnhor. Tho irrtiuenco of the 
cotton farm:> was vory potent in giving to umny states 
of the South Uontml nnd South Atlantic· diviHions, tis 
well ns to those two divisions as a whole, thc1 low 1wernges 
and porcentitges Hhown in tlrn premicling tt~ble. 

'The cultiv1ition of 11m·snry produets mills for htrge 
expenditures for 11tbor, hut tlrn Hmall nmnher of farms 
of this elass makes it difficult to tmce their ii~;::.2::~:: :.:~ 

the other groupA of tltble cxxu or in tho state figures 
of tho preceding table. 

Vegetable, fmit, rice, co:ffoo, and taro forms all had 
high averages and percentages for labor, and as the 
acreage of all these :forms was small, they wore quite 
influential in increasing the figures for farms· of small 
are11 in the first section of table oxxu, itnd 11lso those 
for Hawaii and Alaska in the preceding table. 

I-fay and grain and Jive-stock farms hnd only medium 
avemges and percentages for htbor. Where those 
farms were small in m.·ea, the avemgei:i and percent
ages were small (except for the live-stcick mnge farms 
already mentioned); but :for htrger farms of the' 
same chamcter tho por cont rises, nnd for the very 
large hay and g-rn.in farms and live-stock farms of tho 
Western division are found the high £wemgos ftnd per
centages shown :for those states in tal)le oxxr. 

Of farms classified by amount of income, the most 
surprising :figures are those for forms with no income, 
which show very lrLrgo actual and rehttive expendi
tures for labor. 'rhe expenditures for farms of this 
class include tho money paid for labor in establishing 
small fruit, coffee, and kindred farms1 and in plrinting 
and caring for trees before they reaeh bearing ages. 
In the same high average are l'C'tiected . the labor ex
penditures upon homestertd claims in the West in break
ing prairies and establishing f:armR befo1·e an income 
can be received therefrom; n.lso the expenditures on 
farms where ·floods, hail, and other calamities destroyed 
the crops of 1899 after much labor had been expended 
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upon them. With the exception of this group, the 
average expenditures per :farm and per acre were low
est for farms of least income flnd increased steadily to 
those with largest income. The per cent of the value 
of products spent for labor was the lowest for farms 
with incomes of from $100 to $249 and increased to 
those with largest and smallest incomes. The influence 
of the factors giving· large averages and pe1·centagcs to 
:farms with no income can be traced in the correspond
ing percentages for all the group::; of £a1·ms with in
comes less than $100. 

Among the farms classified by tenure, the highest 
average per farm and the highest per cent of income 
spent for labor were for farms of managers, owing to 
the fapt that p1·actica1ly all labor on sueh farms is hired, 

.. and to the further fact that the manager's salary was 
included in some cases with the expenditures for other 
hired labor. Tenants show l:!maller percentages of the 
value of products spent for labor than do owners 
indicating that they performed the greater portion of 
their farm work themselves. 

Of forms classified by race of farmer those of the 
Chinese show the highest average expenditure and per 
cent of expenditure for labor, the average being 
$717 per farm, while for white fanners it was $71 and 
for negroes only $12. The Chinaman's average per 
acre was $11.25, while the white .farmer's wits $0.44 
and the Indian's, only $0.11. Next to the Chinese the 
Japanese reported the higheRt average and per cent,. 
and the Indians and neg-roes the least. 

INCOME PROM FARM LABOR. 

Table oxxr:i:r presents an interesting study of the pro. 
ductiveness of farm labor as measured by its approxi
mate value, after allowing 6 per cent interest upon the 
value of all farm p1·operty. The table gives the 
reported value of the products of 1899 not fed to live 
stock, and one-tenth of tho increase in tho value 
of farm property from 1890 to 1900. The sum of 
these amounts is designated the gross fimn focome· 
but t~ese figures are confessedly only approximat~ 
exhibits of the facts for which thev are made to do 
service. The rea,sons :for this were stated in the discus
sion concerning the relntive incomes of agriculture and 
manufactures. The value of products not feel to live 
stock is obtained' by summing up the incomplete reports 
of such products. It is assumed, however, that the 
omissions a.re balanced by the very incomplete reports 
of expenditures for labor on farms. 

From this 11pproximate gross income, ltscertajned as 
described, there is subtracted the interest on the value 
of all farm property, computed at 6 per cent, the 
remainder being designated the labor income for 1899. 
To complete the table, the number of persons 10 years 
of age and over employed in agriculture, and the 
average total income are given, and also the number 
of horses, mules, and asses in the seveml states and 
territories and the average number of such work ani
mals for each person employecl in agriculture, all of 
which :facts may serve the purpose of tt labor study. 

., 

" 
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TABLE CXXIII.-GROSS FARM INCOME OF 1899, INCLUDING ANNUAL ADDITIONS TO VALUE OF FARM PROPERTY, 
INTEREST ON VALUE OF PROPERTY, TOTAL AND AVERAGE LABOR INCOME IN 1899. AND NUMBER OF 
PERSONS ENGAGED IN AGRICULTURE, JUNE 1, 1900, BY STATES AND TERRITORIES. 

STATES AND TERRITORIE8, 

GltOSS FAltM INCOME OF 1890, INC!,Ull!NG All· 
ll!TIONS •ro VALUE OF FAltM l'UOl'EltTY. 

Total. 
Products of 

1899 not fed to 
live stock. 

Annual ln
creusc ju 
valuo of 

farm prop
erty. 

Interest on Number of A
1
avbeclrrng

1
e
1
_ 

vnlue of fnrm Labor income, persons en· It 
property at 6· 1899. gnged In come, 

per cent. ngriculture.1 1899. 

IIORBES1 MUUtB, AND 
ASS EB. 

Totnl 1mm
ber. 

Numller 
to 1,000 
personR 
engtiged 
in ngrl
onlture. 

The United Sttites 2 • • • .. • .. • • .. $'1, 187, 892, 706 $3, 742, 129, 357 $<145, 703, 349 $1, 226, 39•1, 070 $2, 061,.198, 030 10, 27:1, 770 $288. 20 21, 025, 800 2, 105 

North Atlantic division ............. . •192, 478, 218 494, 422, 084 •1, 943, 860 177,031,958 315, •1'10, 260 1, 056, 288 298. 04 1, 7•17, 931 1, 055 
------- -··---·-· ··-·---··ll------l·------l-----!---

Maine ........................... . 
New Hampshire ................ . 
Vermont ....................... .. 
Massuchmetts .................. .. 
Rhode I>lancl .................. .. 
Connecticut ..................... . 
New York ....................... . 
New Jersey ..................... . 
Pennsylvania ................... . . 

South Atlnnt!c division ............. . 

Delaware ..................... · .. . 
Maryhtnd ....................... I 
District of Columbia ........... . 
Virginia ....................... .. 
West Virginia ................... . 
North Carolina ................. . 
South Carolina ................. .. 
Gcorgitt ......................... . 
Florld11 ......................... . 

27, 271, 971 
rn,482,530 
22,058, 908 
37,530,•.!9'1 
5,545, 695 

22. 02·1, 435 
174,882, 7B8 
35, 7fl0, 68•1 

HO, 720, 763 

•115,585,0<10 

6, 908, 577 
35, 438, 774 
1, as1,41H 

76, 448, <176 
SU, 102, 721 
80, 91ll,,167 

65, 001, 551 
90,058,220 
lS,478, 700 

27, 265, 009 
15, 919,078 
21, 994, :102 
34,033,5!H 
5, 304, 721l 

22, 098, 9-18 
181, 841,'120 
35, 052,609 

150, 851, 830 

•103, 521, 457 

7,400,81\7 
Sfi,Of>t1,629 

845, 057 
73, Mo, 73[1 

so, 608, 119 
79, 200, 748 
02, 580,802 
92, 1'15, 670 
10, 190, ,174 

0,362 
5lia,.io2 
00·1, 000 

3, ,190, 930 
180, 971 
525,'187 

•6, 958, 082 
708, 075 

"1, 181, 007 

12, 003, 588 

3,192, 280 
385,2•lfi 
•185, 537 

2, 002, 7'11 
2, •19•1, 1102 
1, 712, 710 
8, 37•1, 189 
3, 1)12, fi<M 

8 2, 711, 714 

North Centm1 division............... 2,0ll(}, 107, 732 1, 791, 889, 620 298, 708, 112 

7,344,651 
5, 150, 526 
6,507,086 

10, 958, 802 

1, 619, H51 
0, 798,335 

04, 183, 43•1 
11, 372, 020 
6B, 0071 750 

87, 241, 879 

2,Hl,MO 
12, 278, 72•1 

602, 12B 
rn,.no, 959 
12,234,•Hl 
1'1,030,082 
u, 21fi,470 

JH, 702, 478 
8,285,7'18 

10, 927, 317 
11, 832, 00<1 
10, 151, 822 
20, 571, 692 
3, 926, 344 

15,820,100 
110, 691!, 30·1 

2•1, 388, 064 
80, G23, 013 

828, 843, 101 

·l,•.IGli, 718 
23, 160,050 

031), 871 
57,0ll7,fil7 
20, 81i8, 280 
GO, 883, 385 
50, 089, 081 
82, 85fi, 7112 
10, 2,18, 017 

690, ~05, 191 1, BOO, 862, Mt 
·------·--1·-----1------

Ohio ............................ . 
Ind!an11 ......................... . 
Illinois ............. , ............ . 
Michigan ....................... . 
Wisconsin ...................... . 
M!nncsottt ..................... .. 
Iowa ...••••••.•••......•..•...••• 
Missouri ........................ . 
North Dakohi ................... . 
South Dnlrnta .................. .. 
Nebraska ....................... . 
Knmus .................... ~ .•...• 

201, 1'14, 28'1 
100, 910, ](14 
316, •JOB, 202 
114, 028, 029 
140, 085, OOli 
105, 358, 126 
380, 75'1, 78[> 
180,017, 77'1 
69,.no, 201 
67, %0, 774 

148, 286, 881 
176,897, !JOO 

Solljh Central division............... 860, 690, 259 

200, 820, 776 
lfi5, 980, 796 
203, 752, •131 
109, 780, 281 
115, 801, 963 
127, 059, 824 
21m, 888, 488 
161, 344, (jl() 
58, 964, 104 
52, 705, 109 

12•1, 070, 850 
161, 154, 292 

704,047,•138 

323, 508 
10, 929, 308 
52, 055, 771 
4, 2•11, 7•J8 

25, 123, 6'13 
37,398, 302 
73, 306, 297 
2•1, 073, 164 
15,'152, 097 
15,2115,576 
23, 615, 025 
15, 7•13,61'1 

96, 642, 821 

71, 985, •J87 
58, 7l!i, 988 

120, 2fiO, 014 
'Jl, 421, 8'14 
•18, 702, 789 
•17, 321, 079 

110, 060, 783 
01., 987, 81'1 
15, 310, 005 
17,851,518 
•J4, 877 J 008 
51, 8•10, 017 

168, 9'19, 404 

129, 208, 8•17 
108, 198, 170 
mu, 1•19, 188 
72, 00(1, 685 
92,282, 807 

ll8, 037, 0•17 
220, 094, 052 
124, 030, •JOO 
54, 100, 190 
50, 099, 256 

ms, 408, 878 
125,.051, 889 

091, 740, 855 
1------11----· ·- ··----- ----- ---·-·-·-

Kentucky........................ 100, 425, 81'1 
'.l'cnncssee........................ !JO, 507, 108 
Alabama.......................... 8'1,597,731 
Mississippi • • . . . . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • 94, 432, 915 
Louisiana............ . . . • • . • • • . • • 74, 947, 822 
'.l'exas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253, 890, 328 
Oklo.homa . .. .. • • • .. • • • • .. .. . . • .. 54, 650, 078 
Indian Territory ..... ,........... 32,4b6,l'63 
Arkansas .. .. • .. • .. .. . • .. . .. • . • • . 08, 716, 250 

Western ell vision .................... . 

Montana ........................ . 
Wyoming ...................... .. 
Colornclo ....................... .. 
New Mexico •• .' ................. . 
Arizona ......................... . 
Utab ........................... .. 
Nevticla ......................... . 
Iclnho ........................... . 
Wasbington .................... .. 
Oregon ..•..••••••••.•••••••.•.•.. 
Cnllfornl11 •••......••......•••••.• 

828, 981, 457 

so, 479, 306 
13, 667, 880 
31, 934 J •J52 
12, 920, 635 

8, 111, 135 
11,.122, 0<18 

' 6, 184, 679 
18, 787, 188 
33, 950, 013 
34, 809, 897 

120, 648, 274 

23, 542, 227 
9, 953, 235 

26,865, 740 
9, 117, 705 
6, 179, 897 

18,5'12,661 
5, 185,167 

14, 645,821 
21!, 618, 455 
31, 890, 2•18 

118, 202, 036 

•l, 287, 559 
2,Sal,038 
s, 806, 012 
a, osD, 257 
8, 808, 990 

'14,549,89'1 
17,312, 280 
9, 218, 101 
2, 039, 630 

o, 937,079 
3, 714,595 
5,008, 706 
8,808,870 
1, 931, 738 
3,879,387 

999,512 
4, 141, 307 
4, 881, 558 
2, 973, 649 
2, 446, 238 

28, 262, 7fil 
20, 472, 122 
10, 763, 993 
12, 253, 262 
11, 912, 214 
57 J 7•(8, 576 
11, 120, 629 
5,530,897 

10,88'1, 960 

102, 875, 638 

7, 071, 589 
•I, 0•18, 645 
9, 662, 700 
8, 220, 000 
1, 799, 631 
4, 510, 508 
1, 720, •130 
4, 030, 272 
8, 642, 433 

10, 365, 678 
•17, 791, 077 

78, 163, 0113 
70, 095, 046 
73, 838, 738 
82, 179, 653 
63,035, 608 

196,1'17, 752 
43, 529, 449 
26, 925, 256 
57,881, 290 

28, •107' 717 
9,610, 185 

22, 271, 740 
9, 700, 506 
6, 811, 50•1 

12,911,MO 
4, 464, 2•19 

14, 750, 916 
25,307, 580 

2•1, 504' 219 
72, 850,597 

7•1, 70<1 
37, 622 
40, 338 
05, 092 
10, 796 
44,234. 

378, 650 
08, 400 

831, 692 

2,015, 912 

18, 021 
9'1, 978 

1,470 
208, 542 
l+IU1 202 
•lli5, 707 
892, 483 

518, 073 
85,557 

266. 50 
llOl. 21 
827. <17 

•10·1 .. rn 
36ll.69 
357.78 
2UO, 26 

356. 09 
201.15 

102. 88 

28G. 07 
243, Hf1 

432. ao 
1111. llfi 
mo. 01 
J.10. 7fi 
Hl.4G 

158. 60 
119. 72 

100, 700 
M,990 
85,8117 
75,883 
11, ·183 
li'l,R78 

082, 089 
1!8,055 

020, GIG 

1, 02R, 500 

ll<I, •182 
!Gti,57'1 

\!35 
:H0,•1ll8 
JUG, OfiK 
20f>, f)~H 

1001 o:m 
ailii,2·17 
M, li78 

l, 427 
1, 462 
1, 7.11 

1, HH 
1, 059 
1, l\\(\ 

1, 692 
1,.1°J5 
l, 8U8 

808 

1, 822 
l,7M 

Gl32 
1, ltlO 
1, 318 

MU 
500 
MG 
0111 

a, •JSO, 018 402. 2u 10,f>G•I, 807 3, 086 

•118, 360 
341, 620 
•161, 8Hl 

802, 978 
26•1,058 : 
253, 051 ; 

870, 9571 
•100, 273 
71, 5117 
82,71'1 

mo, 397 
271, 028 

405, 901 
410, 121 
512, 701 
488, 216 
291, 102 
641, 791 
9'1,850 
91, 915 

340, 094 

27, 531 
13; 109 
•H,302 
20,886 
15, 7'12 
29,247 
5, 743 

26, 788 
52,823 
55,809 

145, 801 

s12.58 -·-·8;;5:220 2,'m 
816. 70 819, '110 2, 31!9 
•J25.18 1, 477, 892 3, 202 
280. 64 589, 670 1, 946 
840, 40 
•165, 35 
r.n.11 
200. 47 
755. 02 
605. GO 
55'1.78 
•161.'IO 

102.57 
170. 91 
143. 98 
l68. 83 
216.47 
305. 08 
•158.93 
292.9<1 
160. 00 

500, (174 

70•1, 969 
lt4fi0, 152 
1, 259,S3ll 

300, ll2•1 
•187, 767 
851, 174 

1, 102, 180 

O•J7,G21 
61<l,897 
3Jo, 532 
4•15,818 
889,025 

1, 798, 122 

360, 829 
275, 819 
431, 070 

2,128 
2t 779 
3, 909 
2, 736 
5, 125 
5,807 
•l,500 
•1,067 

1,596 
1, 400 

076 
012 

1, 104 
2, 794 
8,80•i 
3,001 
1,26'1 

5, 476 

12,089 
10, 465 
5,017 
5,667 
8,407 
4,065 

14, 612 
6, •131 
4,673 
5,298 
3, 486 

-------·-·-··-···-··- .. --------·····- . ·-···· -·············-----·-····-·· -·----·----··--------------··· .... ·- -- ·--·-··---~ 
1 Exclusive of lumb.ermen and wood chopper•. •Not inclndlng Alaska and H11wall. 



ex xx ii S'rA'l'IS'l'IOS o~, AGRICULTURE. 

'.rhe amount designated in the fable as the 1abo1: income 
of 1899-thesum available as compensation for the labor 
of farmers and their employees-wmi $2,961,498,636. 
There were 10 states in each of which the labor income 
exceeded $10Q,OOO,OOO. They were, Iowa, $226,694,052; 
Illinois,$196,149,188; Texas, $196,147,752; Ohio, $129,-
208,847; Kansas, $125,051,889; Missouri, $124,030,460; 
Minnesota, $118,037,047; New York, $110,699,304; 
·Indiarm, $:L08,193,176; and Nebraska, $103,408,878. 

The average income for l~hor for each person em
ployecl in agriculture in 18fHl was, for the United States, 
$288.26; for the North Atlantic division, $298.64; for 
the South Atlantic, $162.88; for the North Oentrnl, 
$402.26; for the South Central, $211.04, ltlld for the 
Western, $509.50. The exceptiomilly lnrge numlmr of 
farm children under 1G ymirs of age in the South, u,nd 
the companttively large number of women included in 
the reports of the number of persons engaged in agri
cultural punmits in that section, assist in reducing the 
averages of the South Atlantic and South Central divi
sions below those of the other divisions. In the discus
sion of the value of farm products it w11s pointed out 
that in these two Southern divisions the value of products 
represented rt greater per cent of the value of fo1·m 
property than in any other division. 'l'hc figures 
of this table, however, demonstrate that a high per 
cent of value of products to value of farm property 
does not necessarily imply it larger income for the 
farmer upon investments nor a greater income for labor. 
On the contrary, it is associrtted in the South with a 
low remuneration for labor. 'rhe low per cent which 
the value of fai·m products in the North Central states · 
exhibits permits of a remuneration for labor in that 
division more than twice that in the South Atlantic and 
nearly twice that in the South Central division. 

One impol'tant point of difference should he men
tioned. Over 20 per cent of the labor income shown in 
table cxx1u for the North Central shttes consists of addi
tions to the value of farm property in 189H. Exclusive 
of this increment, the average labor income in the North 
Central states is very nearly the Hf1me as tluit in the 
North Atlantic. '.rhe difference in the two uivisions 
does not exceed $20 per individual farm wol'lrnr. The 
chief attraction which agriculture in the North Central 
division holds out to the average farmer, as compared 
with the inducements offered by agriculture in the 
East, is the fact that :farm investments in thnt division 
are increasing in value and !tre sure to give him an 
income in addition to the return for his lahor in the 
form of farm products: His income in 1899 from the 
advance in farm values was equal to 25.0 per cent of 
what he received in that year from the Hale of products. 
The increment in farm values is also a very important 
factor in the profits which accrue to the farmers of the 
South Central and Western states, especially to those of 
Texas, Okla~oma, anu Indian Territory. That incre
ment accounts for practically all the difl:'erence shown 

in the table between the South Central and South 
Atlantic stn.tes. 

The 10 states with the largest nverage labor income in 
1899 were: Mo1itana, $850.23; Nevada, $777.34; North 
Dakota, $755.62; Wyoming, $733.78; Iowa, $611.11; 
South Dakota, $605.69; Nebraska, $554:.78; Idaho, 
$550.65; Colorado, $502. 73; and California, $499. 70. 
In nearly all of these states the natur!tl increase in the 
value of :farm property is a great factor in the farmers' 
prosperity, and contributes a considerable slmre of the 
income for l°tbor that is shown in hthle cxxnr. 

In this connection attention should be cu,lled to the 
fact that in the greater portion of the Western division 
and in many of the South Central states money corn .. 
mands a much higher rate of interest tlrnn 6.0 per cent. 
If account could be taken of the different rates which 
prevail in the seveml geogmphic divbiions, the varia~ 
tions shown by the table would be greatly modified. 

l!'ARM MACHINERY, ANIMAL POWER, AND ,l!'ARM INCOME. 

A most important factor in the added income of the 
North Ceutml and Western divisions is found in the 
greater use of farm machinery and of horse power in 
performing the agricultuml work of those 1:1ections. 
Much has been written of the importtmce of farm ma
chinery in the economics of agriculture, but the fact is 
too often overlooked that the machinery is valueless 
unless driven by some power other than hunmn muscle. 
The power of stmim and of falling water applied through 
the agency of the steam engine ttnd the wnter wheel 
gives great effectiveness to labor in factories. The cor· 
responding power of the farm at the present time is 
principally that of the horse and mule, although in 
California, Hawaii, and Louisiana the steiun engine is 
used to a limited extent in plowing the land and in 
transporting cane from the fields to the sugarhouscs. 
It is largely the use of the horse and the mule tlmt 
enables the farmer of this country to nmlrn his lahor .,. 
more effective than that of the average agricultural 
worker in Europe and Asia, and that enables him 'to 
produce grain, tmnsport it thousands of miles, and sell 
it in Europe cheaper than it can be produced there, and 
at the same time secure a suitable remuneration on 
capital. 

The number of horses and mules to a thotisancl agri
cultural workers is g;.ven in table cxx1u. The largest 
number, 5,476, was in the Western division, where the 
labor income was the greatest; and the smallest, 808, 
was in the South Atlantic division where the labor in
come was least. In this latt~r division there was less 
than 1 horse or mule to a worker, while in the Western 
division there were over 5 to a worker. This difference 
is unquestionably due, in p,art, to the fact that in the 
Western states and territories, and in some states of the 
South Central division, horses and mules are raised for 
the market, and the presence of such animals, especially 
young colts, assists greatly in swelling the number per 
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thou11and workers. In the Western division the pres
ence of .Indian ponies and of the many small horses used 
by the stock raisers, contribute to' the same end. ·But 
1tfter making due allowance for all these factors the 
figures of the t1Lhlc are most convincing evidence of the 
value of the horse and mule in contributing to the in
come of the farm. 

By comparing figures for the individual states with 
those for the divhdon to which they belong, many 
striking illustrations of this fact are found. Jfor ex
ample, .Iowa had itn average labor income of $611.1.1 
while the iwemge for the division was $402.26, or less 
than two-thirds as much. But this state had 3,!)09 
horses to 1,000 agricultural workers, while the average 
for the division was only 3,036. The average worker 
in the division had 3 horses, and in .Iowa he had 4:. The 
extm horse undoubtedly brought to t~1e Iowa farmer 
1.1 large portion of the $200 extra income t)uough the 
additional machinery nnd other appliances which it 
enabled him to nutke ni;e of. Let this exhibit for Iowa 
be compared with thi1t for Michigan, wh<;re there t1ro 

only 1,946 horses per thousitnd farm workers. This 
was 1 less for each individual than the average for the 
North CentrnJ division, and 2 less than in Iowa. The 
average labor income per farm worker w11s $239.G4, or 
more than $150 !mis than the 1wemge for the division, 
and less than one-half that for lowa. 

Contrasting Ohio and North Dakota, the one with 
2,166 horses per 1,000 agriculturnJ workers and the 
other with 5,125, the former shows l111 1werage farm 
income of $312.58 and tho fatter of·$755.62. 'l'he same 
general facts are exhibited by n comp(Lrison between 
South Dakota and Wisconsin, the former having 5,897 
hor::ies to 1,000 workers t1lld 1tn 1wemge :farm labor in
come of $605.69, and the latter having 2,123 horses and 
an average farm labor income of $349.49. 

The apparent principle brought out in the foregoing 
statistics of horses and average income in the North 
Centml .~tiites :finds mitny corroborations in the South 
Central and Western states. On the other hand, many 
exceptions appear in the North Atlimtic and South 
Atlantic divisions, although, as a rule, the figures for 
those divisions 11re of the smne gcnernl character. The 
exceptions genemlly occur in sttttes where the nearness 
to cities and the development of speciiil. branches of 
agriculture result in exceptionally huge incomes. 

PARM J,ABOit AND HOHSBS ON l!'ARMS OF SPJnOIFIED 

cmours. 

'fable oxx1v presents for farms classified by ·area, 
principitl som·co of income, tenure, and color of former, 
somo of the more important relations, mentioned in the 
dis(•.ns:-iiou of table oxxm, hetwecn the t1se of horses 
11nd mules on farms, nnd farm income. 

TAnLE CXXIV.-NUMBER OF J~ARMS, AND TOT.AL AND A VERA.GE ACREAGE, TO'rAL AND AVERAGE VA.LUE OF 
PRODUCTS OF mun NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, AND TOTAL AND A VI~RAGE NUMBER OF HORSES, MurJ:ms, AND 
.ASSES, .TUNE 1, lUOO, ON FAHMS CLASSII<'IED BY AREA, PIUNOIPAL SOURCE OJ<' INCOME, TENURE, AND COLOR 
OF FAHMER. 

A.-FARl\IS CLASSIFIED BY AREA IN AORES. 

NUMlllm OF AORJ;a IN i VAl,tlli< 01' l'RODUC1'$ 01' 1800 NUMlllm OI' JIOHSl~s. 
li'AJtMS. I NO'r Ji"J:tJD TO l.IVR STOC!C, MUI.l!lS 1 ANI> ASHltS. 

0110\JPS <W I'AllMS. Nir:::.~'~. al -----·--··----: ---·-······-··--··- ··---··-·-- ---·-·-· --·----·-

'I' 1 1 Average •rot"l Avcmgo ,1, t 1 Avomge 0 11 ' }ler fllrm, " · r>cr farm. (l 1' • per form. 

·-----------·11-----1-· .. -- -----1---- 11-----· -----

All lilrms • .. • . • .. • • .. • • .. • .. • • • .. .. . • • • . .. .. •• .. • .. ... . . • • . • 5, 789, 6f17 

Unclers .......................................................... . 
8 nncl muler 10 .................................................... . 
10 nml under 20 ................................................... . 
20 uncl nuclcr 50 .................................................. . 
liO and under 100 ................................................. . 
100 nnd under 171\ ................................................ . 
171\ un<l unclor 260 ................................................ . 
260 nnd under fJOO ................................................ . 
tiOO nnrl nndcr 1,000 .............................................. . 
1,000 nncl over .................................................. .. 

-------"'----·----------·--··-·-··· 

41,882 
226,56'1 
•107, 012 

1, 257, 785 
1,866, ltl7 
1,422,828 

490, 104 
877, U02 
102,517 
47,276 

841,201,MG 

79,508 
1,•102, 391 
5, 708,·158 

41,644, 644 
98,600, 286 

11!2,688,074 
108, 289, 564 
129, 686, 228 
67,878, 840 

200, 82·1, 0•15 

146. 6 $3, 76'1, 177, 706 21,646, 781 8.8 
--- ·-·-- -· -----·---- -···----·---1----

1,9 
6.2 

ii~:~ ! 
72.21 185,5 

210.8 
348.1" 
661. o I 

4,237.S: 

24, 812, 200 
46, 020,184 
95, 8ll0, 10il ' 

408, 200, 810 
680, U57, 773 

1, 025, 096, 613 
510, •134, 155 
511, 976, 160 
190, 111, 079 
:ili2, 1fi8, 273 

592 
203 
236 
324 
503 
721 

1,054 
1,354 
1,913 
5,384 

147, 192 
224,096 
499, 756 

2,245, 966 
8,801,•100 
6,0.J6, 921 
2, 788, 802 
3,0M, 293 
1, 203, 263 
1, 531l, 042 

8.5 
0.2 
1.2 
1.8 
2.8 
4.8 .. 
6.7 
8.1 

12.6 
32,5 

B.-I'A!Ur!S CT,AflSIFrnD HY PRINCIPAL SOURUl£ Ole INUOME. 

·-----·· 
!:lily 1111d gmln ........... • .......................... .. 
Vcgetnliles ........................................ .. 
Fruits ...•..••....•......•.••.•....•.....•............ 
Livestock ....••........•............................ 
Dn!ry produce ...................................... . 

.............. .............. 
~ ............ 
············· .............. ............. 5gpl~~;~:::::: :::::::: :::::::::: ::::: :::::::: :::: ::::· ............... 

Rice .............................................. .. .............. 
Sug1ir .............................................. . 

• Flowers nncl pl11ntH ............................... .. 
Nursery prod nets . : .............................. • .. 
'.l'itro ............................................... .. 
Coffee .............................................. .. 
:Miscellaneous ..................................... .. 

············-· ............... ............... 
............. \ ............. ............... 

1, 319,R56 
155, 8~8 
ll2, l7U 

I,5G•J, 71'1 
B57, 578 
lOH,272 

1, 071, 545 
5, 717 
7, 344 
6,169 
2,029 

4.41 
012 

1, 059, 416 

210, 2•12, 783 
10, 151l, 079 
6,149, 584 

355, 009, •176 
43, 283, 1171 
0,574, 100 

89,586, 080 
l, 087, 668 
2, GOB, 880 

42, 602 
185, 780 
18, 922 
70, 218 

113, 144, 088 

159.8 1, 003, 198, 011 760 6, 016, 450 •1.6 
65. l 103, 671, 687 665 374, 319 2,4 
74. 8 7 5, 1 f>2, 800 015 196, 590 2.1 

226,0 1, 2B2, 8•15, 822 788 B, 668,082 6.5 
121.0 281, 313, 909 787 1, 228, 472 8.4 

90. l 65, 3'10, 750 615 2'1<1,014 2,3 
88.0 461, na, 058 4&0 2, 277, 981 2.1 

190.3 7, 630, 095 1, 885 22,002 3.8 
868.1 39, 0•10, 954 5,317 08, 132 0.8 

Ci.9 18, •122, 522 2, 991 3,912 0.6 
81. 7 10, 086, 130 4, 971 4,818 2,1 
42.9 187,310 425 1,081 2,5 

187.l 200,850 568 1, 36'1 2.7 
106.8 ,165, 87•1, 902 440 2,655,089 2.5 



CXXXlV STATISrfiOS OF AGRIOUL1'URE. 

TABLE CXXIV.-NUMBER OF FARMS, AND TOTAL AND AVERAGE ACREAGE, TOTAL AND AVERAGE VALUE OF 
PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, AND TOTAL AND AVERAGE NUMBER OF HORSES, MULES, AND 
ASSES, JUNE 1, 1900, ON FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA, PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, TENURE, AND OOipR 
OF FARMER-Continued. 

C.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY TENURE. 

NUMBER OF ACRES rn VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NUMBER OF HORSES, 
Jl'ARMS, NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK. MUJ.ES, AND ASSES, 

GROUPS OF FA.RMB, Number of 
farms. 

Totnl, Average 
per farm. 'l'otal. Average 

por farm. 'l'olal. Average 
per fa.rm. 

. .. 

Owners ....••••......•...•.......•..................•.....•....... 3,.149, 84•J 422, 854, 928 181.1 $1, 997, 666, 800 $684 12,003,262 8.8 
Part owners ....................................................... <J51, 515 124,956,0-05 276.7 440, 851, 482 976 2, 705,022 6.0 
Owners and tenants ............................................... 68, 299 9,152,280 171. 7 43, 109, 709 809 269, 841 5.1 

~~y1afe~~niS: ::::: :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : :: : : : :: : : :: : :: : : : : : : : : : :: : : : 59, 218 89, 665,821 
1, ~5~: ~ 178, 191, 921 8,009 794,038 18.4 

752, 920 77,SG0,•168 482, 057, 677 574 2, 189,8•16 2. 9 
Shore tenants .•...•.••....•....... , ...•...•...............•....... 1, 278, 866 117, 711;991 92.4 672, 800, 167 528 3, 685, 722 2.9 

- ---

D.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY COLOR OF FARMER. 

WhltCI ............................................................ ·I •l, 970, 12911 
Colored . • . . • • • . • . . . . . . • . . . • . . . . • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . • . 769, 528 

'rhe avemge gross inoome, or value of products not 
fed to live stock, and the avemge number of horses per 
farm, were lowest for forms containing 3 and less than 
10 acres, and, rising in fL regular series, were highest for 
farms of 1,000 acres and over. For groups of farms 
containing more than 10 acres there is a certain approxi
mate relation between the average amount of farm 
income and the average number of horses per farm. 
It is similar to the corresponding relation shown by the 
averages for all farms. The average gross income per 
farm, for all farms, was $114 for each horse, mule, or ass. 
It was somewhat more than· this for each horse on tho 
smaller farms n.nd only a trifle less on the In.rger fn,rms, 
showing that the relative rimount of hmmm labor was 
greater on the smaller and less on the larger farms than 
on farms of average size. When allowance js made for 
this difference, farm inoomes are shown to bear a 
fixed and definite relation to these two factors--the 
size of farms aml the number of horses thereon. The 
relation o:f horses to income on farms of under 3 acres 
illustrates the close relation in general of the use of 

• horses to farm income, ns the income pm farm was 
about $17 4 per horse or mu le in service. · 

For farms classified by principal source of income, 
the rule above stated is not so apparent, since it is mod
ified by values of special produets and by the greater 
relative use of human labor~ in the case of ,regetable 
and fruit farms. The small productive power of the 
horse on live-stock farms, where it is used more for pur
poses of locomotion thttn in the production of crops, is 
reflected in the average:; of the table. 

For farms clmisified by tenure, where these special 
uses of. horses are lost in the general averages, there is 
an approxi.mation to the same averages as were shown 
for farms classified by area. 

Farms of owners, part owners, owners and tenants, 

798, 908, 1871 
•12, 299, 859 

100. 71 
55.0 

8, f>2S, 394, 1861 
240, 788, 570 70911 318 

20,287,380 I 
1,859, 851 

4.1 
1.8 

and managers, have incomes that do not correspond with 
the average number of horses. The average amount 
of income per horse is also less in each case than thu.t 
reported for the whole country. 'I'he variations in the 
first three tenures arc doubtless due to the fact that when 
men have cnpital sufficient to own farms, they can afford 
more of the comforts and luxuries of lif_e than men with 
less capital, who work as tenants. Many of the owners 
have extra horses, kept for pleasure or personal comfort 
and not exclusively as work animals, hence the lower 
1iverage income per horse for such farms, and the higher 
average :for farms operated by temints. The same rea
soning applies to farms operated by managers, most of 
which are run on business principles, ttnd in connec
t.ion· with which few horses are kept for ple1umre. 
Doubtless further study and investig11tion would show 
the influence of the same principle among farms having 
different sources of income. 

For the farms of white farmers, the gross income was 
about $173 to each horse or mule kept, and :for colored 
farmers $174, corresponding closely i.n each instance 
with the average for a11 farms in the United Stat.es, 
$174. Evidently the variations in the incomes of the 
two mces, in the production of cereals, and in the 
average yield per aore cultivated (shown in Vol. II), 
bear some relation t.o the use of the horse and mule, 
fl,nd to the degree of assistance rendered by those ani
mal/::! in oper?-ting improved farm machinery. 

LABOR AND HORSES ON AMERICAN AND EUROPEAN FAHMS. 

No intelligent person questions the fact that the 
manufacturing- supremacy which the nation has re
cently assumed is due to its greater use, in proportion 
to product, of factory power, as measured. by the 
horsepower of its engines and water wheels. The 
question of the comparative horsepower of the factory 
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and the farm is not presented so much as a part of a 
discussion of the relative impremacy of the farm or 
factory, as to set forth the common cause of our manu
facturing and agricultural supremacy. 'rhis country is 
able to raise the products of the fielcl more cheaply 
than the nations of Europe, because it uses the power 
of hors's on the farm to a greater extent than they, 
and the superiority of the American farm in this re
spect is even more markecl than the leadership of the 
American factory. This can be seen by the following 
statement of the number of horses in the leading Euro
pean countries, according to the latest official reports. 
In many cases these figures comprise not merely the 
number of horses on farms, but the total number in 
the country. For the United States the nmnbergiven 
is for horses on farms only. 

COUNTRIES. Do.to of Number of 
report. horses. 

------------------:--- -----·--
Grel\t Brltnin ............................................... . 
Irolnnd ..................................................... . 
British Indio. ............................................... . 
Austrnlin '" ...................................••..•........•• 
Argentine Republic ........................................ . 
Austrln ..................................................... . 
Hungnry ................................................... . 
Ii..,rn.nce ...••••.•.••••••••••.••.••.••..••••••••.••.•..•.•..••. 

ft~~~.~~:.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Jn.pan ...................................................... . 
Russin, including Slberlli ................................... . 
Unitml Stntcs'. .............................................. . 

1901 
1001 
1000 
)900 
1000 
1899 
1895 
llJOO 
1900 
18\10 
moo 
1898 
moo 

1,511,431 
•191, 880 

1, 3•J3,880 
1, 922, 622 
4,447,000 
1, 711,077 
2, 308, 457 
2, 903, 003 
•l, 184, 099 

702, 890 
l,5'17,HlO 

25, SM,000 
18, 280,007 

The foregoing figures do not include the mules of the 
United Stutes, a1though they are used more extensively 
hen'\ than in any other country. Including with tho 
horses, mules, and asses on farms, those not on farms, it 
is probable that the United States bas more work 
animals within its borders thn,n has the Russian empire, 
Siberia inc1uded, with a population exceeding that of the 
United States by many millions. 

'rhe horsepower on American farms, including mules, 
is at least 6 times that of Germttny, 12 times that of 
Great Britain and Ireland, 8 tin}e:; tl111t of France, 30 
times that of Italy, and 6 times that of Austria and 
Hungary combined. This difference in horsepower 
gives to American farm labor a wonderful aclvanttige 
over other countries. The competition is such that it 
is affecting land values in Europe and forcing tt read
justment of the industries of the world. In this respect 
the American farm ·is as important as the American 

factory, and American farm labor is the most important 
industrial force in the world. 

LABOR IN AGIUOULTURE AND IN MANUFACTURES. 

'According to the census enumeration of June 1, 1900, 
there were 10,438,121 persons in the United States 
making agriculture their principal occupation. The 
division of manufactures reports that in the cen:;us 
year which preceded that date there were employed in 
factories an avemge of 5,308,406 wage-earners; 39'.7, 730 
officials, clerks, and others receiving salaries, and 709,-
326 proprietors and firm members receiving neither 
wages nor salaries, but deriving incomes from business 
operations, making a total of 6,415,462. . This does not, 
however, include the total number employed, as the 
maximum number of wage-earners was 7,069,144, while 
the average, as given above, was only 5,308,406. 'l'hese 
figure:; for manufactures are given in connection with 
those for agriculture, but, owing to many differences 
in the nature of the <lat11, no detailed comparison is 
attempted of the reh1tive earning cap1tcity of the num
bers continuously or intermittently engaged in the two 
industries. 

It is ttlmost tis ditlfoult to eomprtrc the power used in 
agriculture ttnd mtmnfactures, other than that of human 
muscle, as it is to eomparc the labor expended in th.e 
two industries. Labor, in both c11ses, derives tt great 
portion of its productiveness from the motor power 
used in driving maehinery. In the factory that motor 
powe·r is stemn, electricity, falling water, and kindred 
forces, while on the farm it is lnrgely the power of 
horses and mules. In tho census year a totu.l of 11,300-
081 horsepower was utilized in factories, while the' num
ber of horses 1ind mules 2 years old and over on farms 
,Tune 1, 1900, was 18,276,551. The captteity of a horse
power in factories for continous work is greater than 
that of' the average horse or mule on the farm, but, 
owing to the lack of detailed information concerning 
the idle time of horses and of factory motors, and the 
mting of factory motors at their maximum capacity 
and the use of only a portion of the same, no compara
tive sta_tement is here presented concerning the prob
able assistance received by the factory and the farm 
from the use of machinery driven by mechanical or 
animal power. 

.. 



CXXXVl S'l'A'rISTICS 'oF AGRICUL'rURE. 

FERTILIZERS. 

GENEHAJ, USE OF FERTIUZimS. 

Natural fertilizers have been known to the far1ners 
of a1l countries since the earliest times. The use of 
artificial means to renew the fertility of the soil dates 
ba~k to the time when the first nomadic tribmi were 
compelled by the scarcity of new pastures 1rnd virgin 
ground to settle permanently, and hns followed the 
march of civilization mol'e or less clrn:1ely as the ex
haustion of the soil has been more or less rapid. So 
lortg as land was held in common by its tillers, there 
was no incentive to the individual farmer to improve it, 
but, as soon as private ownership came to he recognized, 
the farmer found not only that·all improvements of the 
land would benefit him directly, hut that failure to make 
them meant gradual but certain impoverishment. 

Almost all savage peoples hiwe been familittr with 
the use of natural manures, hut the civilized peo

. ples of antiquity even antieipated the modern chemical 
compounds known as commercial fertilizern, and also 
remarked npon the advantag;cs oi'. crop rotation. The 
Peruvians have used guano since the beginning of their 
recol'ded history, and the Chinese, with characteristic 
economy, have long recognized the value of all kinds of 
excrements i1s fertilizers. It. is only during the last 
century, however, and largely as a result of Liebig's 
researches, that the chemistry of the soil has been com
prehensively studied, and fertilizers skillfully com
pounded to meet the needs of different soils and crops. 

The farmer was once regarded 1is 11 miner whose 
prosperity depended upon the amount of fertility he 
could dig out of the soil each year in the form of crops. 
When the soil wa1:1 nd longer fertile, the minn was ex
hausted, and the farmer had to begin again on new hind. 
This theory has been condemned by cconomh;ts, imd the 
farmer has turned gradu,ally from the mining process to 
the man u factnring. Land H nd nmcb inery are his factory 
and mtpital; fertility, natural and 1nti:ficial, his source 
of power; and crops and 11nimal products his manufac
tured goods. The chief aim of modern farming is to 
produce large crops and to preserve or increase the fer
tility of the soil. The means to this end are the use of 
:fertilizers o.nd the scientific rotation of crops. 

Economic agriculture contemplates such a system of 
farming as will ultimately return to the soil every
thing taken from it by the anmrnl lmrvests. The ordi
nary operation of the laws of nature accomplishes this 
to a certain extent. Anim1tl li:fe produces much waste 
matter and refuse, which must ultirn11tely return to the 
earth in an elementary form. In newly settlecl dis
tricts, waste matter is usually thrown upon those sec-

tions of the ground where it will cause the least annoy
ance rather than upon those where it will he most 
useful, and it finds its way back to the soil and the 
atmosphere thnmgh procc;;ses oi pntrefacti.011 and 
decay. This is generally an accidentf1l process, so far 
as the farmer is concemed, for the avemge tiller of the 
soil does not fully appreciate the fertilizing value 
of waste nmtter and refuse, and does but little to 
reclaim it. 

The refuse and garllage of cities is, in most c1tsl'S, 
carried 11way by rivers or clumped directly into the sen, 
thus causing a waste of vast quantities of good fertilizing 
material. It is a fact th11t rivers and parts of t.he sea, 
rich in nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash, produce 
lttrger 11ncl more numerous fish than waters deficient in 
tho~m three elements of life. In like manner, the silt
carrying waters enrich tho alluvial plains of their deltas 
with the plant food drained from the land along tlrni1· 
banks. In the rm1lm of nature nothing is i1ltogothor lost. 
Nevertheless the wheat former in Minnesotii will not 
always be satisfied to see the plant food of his soil washed 
down to fertilize the bottom of the Gulf of Mexico, nnd 
the farmer of the Westem plains is obviously a loser 
when the blood, bones, nnd offal from his cattle are 
shipped from Omaha packing house:> to enrich the cotton 
fields of the South. · 

The problem, then, for the n.grit•ultural economist is 
not only how to preserve and restore to each form its 
own fertility, but also how to give it all the additional 
plnnt food that can be obtained from other sonrces. 

This question iK presented in ii different form by each 
prtrt of the country. In the Northeast, where market 
g1trdens and smnl! forms producing miseellanCOUK prod
ucts prevail, and in the fruit-growing region1:1, where 
rotation is impracticable, the need is for 11 direct itppli
cation of manure, domestic or commercial. In the 
great cereal belt, and in the cotton lands of the South, 
scientific rotation fff crops, combined with a j udicfous 
appliClttion of fertilizers, produces the largest yield of 
crops and best cons.erves the fertility of the soil.· In 
the great arid region west of the ninety-seventh me
ridian, where the lack of rainfall and drainage has pre
vented the leaching out of the vital elements of the 
soil, irrigation is, as yet, all that is needed to produce 
heavy yields. 

1'he science of agriculture is not yet perfectly under
stood, but the tendency seems to be to preserve the 
tilth and fertility of the soil by studied rotation and the 
cttre:ful preservation and use of manures produced on 
the. farm. That commel·cial fertilizers are of great 
value in connection with the rotation and the use of 
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natural. manures is well understood, but the idea of 
mising crops year after yen,r on chemical nutriment, 
secured at a hig·h price and applied to the soil. with con
siderable labor, is not consistent with the trne aim of · 
the farmer to reap the tLUmu1l crops in the greatest 
abundance at the lowest possible cost, mid to preserve 
to posterity in unimpaired richnesl'l the fertility of .the 
s.oil. 

The scientific farmer will cm:efolly conserve the fer
tility of his farm by growing crops that exhaust it in 
i·otation with leguminous plants that renew it, n.nd by 
carefully saving and spreading till animal manures. He 
may even increase the amount of available plant food, 
but the manufacturer is doing more; he is turning to 
account sub,.,tances which would ordinarily be wasted, 
and making fertilizers of them to enrich soil whieh 
wovld not be cropped without their use, thus increasing 
greatly the productivity of well-cultivnted land, and 
bringing up to the general average of fertility such bare 
and waste spots as frequently occur even on the richest 
farms. 

The United States Department of Agriculture, the 
various state agricultural orgf1nimtlons, and farmers' 
inl'ltitutes have so educated the farmers of the country 
that intensive farming i8 now pmcticcd to a much 
greater extent th1111 formerly, nnd the mireful 11nd sci

. entific use of fertilizel'8 i8 everywhere becoming more 
general. These facts, combined with the gmdual 
exhamition of the soil in the older parts of the country, 
have created an increasing demand for commercial fer
tilizers. 

The oldest and most widely known commercial :fer
tilizer is gL\ano. This is a deposit of the excrements 
aml dead bodies of sea birds, found on rocks and cliffs 
of the seacoast and on islands where sea fowl congre
gate to breed. It is only in the rainlcsfl regionfl near 
the equator, where the absence of moisture prevents 
decay and the leaching out of the nitrogen, the most 
valuable element of thh; manure, that guano exists in 
such a form and in such ftbundance as to be valuable. 
Peru, for many years, furnished great quantities, but 
the partial exhaustion of the deposits and the growing 
demand have, o:f late years, rendered the supply insuf
ficient. 

The statistics of the Treasm·y Department show that 
the first importation of guano into the United States was 
in 1848. During that year 1,000 tons were imported. 
The next year the import8 were over twenty times that 
amount, and from that time until the Civil War the quan
tity imported increased annually. During the war, the 
importation of gm1no was interrupted, but in 1806-67 

tbe"trade revived and large quantities wore brought to 
this country every yrntr until 1880. Since that time the 
.amount imported has gro"'.n lc:;s each year, owing to 
the failure of tho supply. 

In 1849, throe tons of guano were reexported from 
this country, and from tlmt time until 1866, forge quan
titie::; were shipped to various ports in Europe and the 
West Indies. After that d11te the export trade declined 
rapidly and is no longer of importance. 

Ati the guano traffic declined, the quantity of other 
commerchil fertilizer:-; imported and exported increased 

. each year. As early as 187!) the exports of such ferti
lizers were valued tit $1,240,582, ttnd the imports for the 
same year at $344, 7GD. Those shipments were mainly 
of phosphate rock, and 11t the present time, also, the 
::;hipments, both export 1111d import, consist chiefly of 
the various kinds of phosplrnte rock nnd prepared snper
phosphates. 

Up to 188H the imports 1md exports of prepared 
mannres, exclusive of gunno, were nearly equal, 
although the qu11ntities received mid shipped each .Year 
v11ried gi-eittly. Since that time, owing- hirgely to the 
opening of: 1ww pbospl111te mines in .Florida and 'l'cnnes
'iec, the export8 h1we increased very rapidly, and in 
18\l!) they wcro v11lucd 11t $G,H83,l l8, while the imports 
in t.lmt yet1r wore $1,H8,40IJ. 

Guano and all pmpared f:ertilizor:; luwe nlwuy.s been 
1iclmittec1 free of duty, hut m1my of the crude chemicttls 
imported for us(1 in tho prepamtion of high-grade com
plete fertilizers are dutinhfo. 'l'he1:Je chemicals arc used 
for m11ny other purposes besides compounding nrnnures, 
and only a part of the quantity imported is converted 
into fertilizer. Thus it is impossilile to estimate with 
n,bsolnte accumcy the extent of the foreign commerce 
in umnures. The figure::; used in this connection are 
those of the prepared commercfal fertilizers reported as 
snch hy the cn:'ltoms oJfichtl8. Of the numerous brands 
of fertilizers on tho nmrlrnt to-day, mnny !\l'e called 
"guano" which contain none o:f the 1rntural article. 

There are two general chisl'JCS into which 1dl ferti
lizers may be di.vided: Comple.te mnnures, contafoing 
the three principttl elements of fertility, phosphoric 
ncid, potash, 1wd nitrogen; and incomplete manures, 
compo::iecl or one or two of these ingredients only. '.L'he 
hitter are sold to f1mncrs who wish to mix their own 
fertilizerl'l, or to meet the requirements of special soils 
or crops. In these 8tatistics, lime is considered a fer
tilizer, though, strictly speriking-, it is only tt mechanical 
agent to improve the texture or temper o:f the soil. 

The chief sources of phosphoric acid are the various 
phosphatel'l of. lime, which occur in several forms of 
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more or less avai111bility for fe:rtilizing purposes. True 
bone phosphate is made from animal bones. Some few 
deposits of fossil bones have been utilized, and the buf
falo bones that strewed the Wes tern plains twenty years 
ago have been industriously collected and made into 
manures. 'l'o-day the commerce in bones extends to 
all parts of the world and includes every kind of bone, 
from the bleached skeletons of other ages to the green 
bones of the sln.ughterhouse. Bones are prepured for 
use as manure by grinding, steaming, burning, or dis
solving with acid. Each preparation is o:f peculiar 

. value under certain conditions of soil and crop, or in. 
combination with other elements. 

In Florida, South Carolina, and Tennessee, there are 
extemiive deposits of phosphatic lime rock. These de
posits are of two kinds, "river" and "land" phosphate. 
The river rock is found in the beds of streams in the 
form of pebbles, which may be obtained by dredging; 
the land rock lies in strata of solid rock or in drifts o:f 
pebbles and coarse gmvel, and must be mined. The 
only difference between the Jund and river phosphate 
is in the form in which they occur, their composition 
being almost identical. 

The rock is sometimes pulverized and sold in the crnde 
state under thcnrnme of raw phosph1tte, or" floats," and 
is sometimes :finely ground and mixed with sulphuric 
acid. This produces commercial acid phosphf1tc; or 
supcrphosphate, which has a high content of phosphoric 
acid in a solL1ble stnfo, more quickly aviiilable than the 
less soluble form found in "floats." Both :forms are 
used for direct application to the soil and for mixing 
complete fcrtilizet·s, but for the latter purpose the 
superphosplmte is most used. Odorless phosphate is 
made from the slag produced in the nuurnfocturo of 
steel from phm,;phatic iron ore. It is u::icd to some 
extent in this country, but is more popular on the con
tinent of Europe. 

Potash is obtained from ashes of several kinds, and 
is most commonly derived from this source by the 
:farmer who ma.kes his own fertilizers on the f1u·m. 
Germany supplies most o:f the potash used for ferti
lizers, and the several crude potash salts, carnallit, 
sylvanit, kainit, and muriatc and sulphate of potash are 
imported in large quantities. Like the phosphates, 
these salts are applied to the land separately, or are 
mixed with other element::> to form complete fertilizers. 
They are ustmlly sold by the unit of potash per ton) 
and all ltl'C of nearly equal money value as fertilizers, 
although the more highly concentrated forms are pre
ferred when transportation charges enter into the cost. 
In Florida many formers consider rnuriate of potash 

best adaptec.l to the needs of the orange orchards. It 
can not, however, be used in growing tobacco because 
the chlorine contained in it reduces the combustibility 
of the leaf. 

Of the three elements of fertility, nitrogen is obtained 
from the greatest number of sources. Organic matter, 
especially if it be decomposed, has generally a sufficient 
content of soluble nitrogen to render it valuable to the 
agriculturist. Many substances rich in nitrogen con
tain also a considerable per cent of available phosphoric 
acid, or potash, or both, there being, in fact, few nitrog
enous substances which do not cont!ii.n one or both of 
these elements. 

Cottonseed meal and hulls are much used as manure 
by the Southern farmers, and form, it will be seen, a 
foirly complete fertilizer. An 1werage of several 
analyses of cottonseed shows, approximately: 

Percent. 
Nitrogen._ .... _ .•.....•••......... _ ...••.... _ .. _ ...••...•.. _ 7 
Phosphoric aeid ...........•..........•..... _. _ ....••..•.... _ 3 
Potash ..• _ .• _ ....•... _ •.•.... _ ..•...•. _____ ......••.. _. _ ... 2 

The following are a few of the most common organic 
sources o:f nitrogen: Seeds from which oil lms been 
extr1wted, fish pomace itnd scmp, dried blood, Llood 
and bone tanlmge, meat tanlmge, sewage tankage, 
dried meat (azotine), wool waste, old woolen mgs, lonther, 
horn 11nd hoof menl, hnir, skim milk, and curds. These 
substances differ greatly in the amount and av11ilability 
of the nitrogen contained, but it is impracticable to 
enter into 11 discussion of their relative merits. 

Sulphate of ammonia and nitrate of soda arc used in 
great qnantitieA by mn,nufacturers in mixing complete 
.fertilizers, and by farmer8 for direct application to the 
soil. Sulphate o:f 1tmmonh1 is a by-product of the manu
facture of coke, gn.s, etc. Nitrate of soda, or Chile salt
peter, is imported largely from South America. It is 
impossible to give a complete list of the nmterinlf> used 
in the manufacture of commercial fertilizers, or to give 
am1lyses of the numerous brands on the m11rket which 
have been designed to meet the needs of every kind of 
crop and soil. 

CROl' RO'l'ATION. 

Rotation of crops may be defined iis a studied system 
of varying the products of the soil from year to year in 
such a way as to increase the yield of crops nnd the 
ultiirn1te fertility of the land. The system bears an 
intimate relation to the use of fertilizers, -and should be 
carefully considered in that connection. A good rota
tion accomplishes three things: 

1. Increased fertility of the soil at less expense than 
by the use of fertilizers alone. 
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2. Insurance o:f the farmer 11guinst total loss from 11 
failure o:f the leading staple, a common occurrence 
under the '' one-crop" system. 

3. The eradication of many noxious weeds by grow
ing hostile crops, or crops that may be harvested before 
the weed seeds are ripe. 

In a bro11d sense, the term rotation o:f crops compre
hends more than the growing of different crops each 
year. l..1and may be allowed to Ue fallow, or may be 
used for p11sture :for eertain periods, or mn,y even be 
allowed to grow up to woodland for a num her of years, 
and still, by its increased fertility, be more protihtble 
to the farm or than if one-eropped and liberally fertilized. 

The system followed is usun,lly the growing of a crop 
of leguminous phints immedin,tely before the crop 
which dmws most heavily on the nitrogen in the soil. 
Such plants possess the peculiar property of assimil1tt
ing nitrogen from the atmosphere and storing· it in the 
soil in the form most available for :future crops. This 
property has been long observed, 1111d advantage has 
been taken of it for centuries, but it is only in modern 
times tlmt the researclrns of mieroscopists 1tnd chemists 
lmvc explained how leguminous phints appropriate 
nitrogou by means of par1isitic nodules formed by lmc
terhL in their rootB. Since thiH discovery, chemists 
and othor spceiitlists havo worked out very ex11ct itnd 
complete rotation:,;; and tlrn Agricn ltnml Dopiirtnwn t, 
through its experiment stlttions, and the various farm
ers' associations throughout tho country, lmvc~ encour
aged the farmers to adopt modem methods of ' 1 :;ciontilic 
farming." 'L'hi8 1iw1ikening of 1igricnltuml science has 
had a nrnrkod effect on the use of fertilizers. By grow
ing' leguminous pln11fa.;, with ii modernfo use o:f fertilizer, 
in a good rotation with othor crops, the fertility of the 
Janel may he preserved and oven inm•mised. Eaeh crop 
of the serie:; gives a l!trgcr yield thnn if grown alone, 

"' and the nitrogen-collect;ing plitnts Biwe the purchase of 
much of thiR costly ingreclicmt in the form of com
mercial fertilizers. 

There are two goncral methods of crop rotation. The 
simpler method, and the ono best known to the average 
farmer, is to misc n numher of crops and to ehangc 
each year tho location of these crops on the farm. If 
the farmer keeps stock, he changes his pasture land 
anmmlly, to give all parts of the farm the benefit of tho 
excrement. 

The more sci en tHic method, and the one most com
mon among the Iarg·o producers, is to put all the land 
under cultiv1ition into one erop nt the Bltlnc time, thus 
changing the entire output M the form yearly, follow
ing wlmtever rotation is best suited to thP soil, climate, 
and crops grown. 

·when stock is kept on the farm, the v11lue o:f the le
guminous crop is increased. Uow pease, clover, and 
alfalfa may be grown to advantnge, ana produce a high 
grnde of hay, which can be returned to the land as ma
mire, in the most available form to feed next year's 
crop. 

The census enumerators made no inquiries concerning 
· the extent to which rotation is pmcticed, and in:fornm
tion on this subject from other sources is meager. lt 
is possible, from the experimental sfation reports, to find 
what rotations are snccess:ful in dHrerent sections of the 
country, but there are no accumte ltecotmts of the 
extent to which they are followed. 

In some states it is noticeable thnt, in the last decade, 
the increase in the amount expended for fertilizers is 
not eommensurate with the increased viiluo of crops 
grown. Where formerly the former spent 11 large sum 
for fertilizers he now spends less, nncl. frequently mi::;es 
ii heavier crop. In the::;e cases, the formers hrtve loamed 
to use leguminous plants in rotlttion and obtitin ln,rg·er 
yields in proportion to the outltty for fertilizers. 'l'his 
condition :frequently exists in the cotton belt. In some 
p11rts of Ahtb11111n, South Clnrolimi, and Georgia, the 
cumulative power oJ complete fertilizers h11s so enriched 
the soil in potash and phmiphoric acid, that only nitro
gen and a little lime iwc necessary to give good crops. 
In these districts, the farmers use loguminonH plan b:i in 
rotation with the st1tplc crops, and thefr only oxper1di
ture for fcrtil~zers is for an occ!isimml dressing of ] ime. 

INCREASE IN FARM EXPENDITUHES FOR l!'EHTIUZERS. 

The census of 1860 was the first to report in detnil 
the quantity trncl value o:f commercial fertilizers manu
factured in the United Stiites, but inquiries on the 
subject were not made :from farmers nn til twenty years 
later. 'l'ho !Lgricultuml :>chedulos of tho '.L'nnth Census, 
and also those of the Eleventh and Twelfth, called l'or 
the 11mom1t expended :for fertilizers. This question was 
intended to furnish n complete stat.cnrnnt of the 1imount 
110tually expended for for!iilizcrl:l, including rcgul!1r 
brands o:f mannfactnrerl n111uureB, mw materials nscd 
for home mixing, and lmrnyard mmnn·cs, refuse, scw-
1tge, etc., when actually purchased. • 

'l'ho· question wns misleading, to somo extent, to both 
the farmer !Lnd tho en nmertttor, itml in each decade 
there htwe been some reports urncle of the va,Jue of 
manure which was produced on the farm whcro it was 
used, and :for which the farmer expended nothing. 
Again, some enumerators reported under this hor1d the · 
cost or hauling and spreading manure on the 11ind-an 
item which should htwe been included in the amount 
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paid 11s wages for farm labor. Care has been taken to 
nrl'ive nt the true menning of the enumerator's report 
ttnd to publish only such figures as are rensonably 
accurate. 

Table cxxv gives, by geographic divisions, the 
l'tmount expended for fertilizers, together with the per 
cent of increase by decades from 1880 to 1000. 

TA11Ln OXXV.-EXPENDITURES FOR FERTILIZEHS, WITH 
PER CENT OF INCREASE OF SUCH EXPENDITURES, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: SUMMARY 1880 TO 1900. 

'EOT AJ, EXPENlll'l'URES, PEIL cgNT 01' 
INCH.EASH. 

GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 
1800 lSSO 

lfJOO 1890 1880 to to 
1000 1800 

--·----~··---·---- ----··---·--1---- ------
The United StateH ••... $61, 783, 757 $38, 469, 598 $28, 586, 397 42. 4 3•1. 6 

North Atlantic ...••.•••••• I5,6·:U,995 
Sou th AtllLn tic . . . . . . . . . . . . 221 732, 670 
North Central............. 7, 278, tillfi 
South Centml :............ G, 711,82•1 
WcRtern •. .•..•. ..•. ..••••. l, 070, 726 
Alnsk1t 1tnd Hawaii' . . . . . . 1, 352, 8'J7 

11, •149, 009 9, 6:!8, 808 $0. 0 18. 8 
18, 769, 139 H, 832, 920 21. 2 !16. 6 

3,067, 511\ 1, 928, H2a 137.1 riu. o 
4, 9fl2, 013 2, 03!1, 741 85. 5 143.1 .... :-~~: ~~: ..... ~:~·.~~~·I ·. ~~:: ~ ..... ~::: 

1 No report p1•lor to 1900. 

The census reports fur~1ish a complete statement of 
the manufacture of commercial fertilizers in the United 
States since 1859. In that yettr the vit1ue of the entire 
output of the factories was $891,344; in 1869, $5,815,· 
118; and in 1870, $23, G50, 795. In the latter year the 
amount expended by farmers wn,s $28,58H,3D7. The 
imports of fertilizers, excln:,iive of chemicals nsed in 
manufactured manures, were worth $981,437, while the 
value of exp01'ted fertilizers was $1,245,282. By 1tdd
ing the value of imports to the vnJue of the clomestic 
prodnct, n.nd deducting the value of the export8, the 
country's supply is fonnd to htwe been worth $23,040,·-
881. The amount expended by farmers was in excess 
of this sum hy $5,539,61G. This excess may be t1c
counted for, in part, by taxes, freight, middlemen's prof
its, interest on notes for fertilizers bought on credit-·-a 
general practice in the cotton belt under the crop-lien 
lnws-and miscellnneous expenses, such as licen:,ie fees, 
bags, cost of analyses, etc. Some domestic manures, 
too, were bought for cash from neighboring farmers 
or liverymen, ttnd were properly inelndod in the report 
of the enumerators. · 

In 1889 the valne of the manufactured product was 
reported ns $39,180,844:. The imports and exports were 
worth, respectively, $1,613,6()2 and $1,013,154. 'l'he 
value deduced for the country's supply is $39;772,93'7. 

' The amount expended by farmers was $38,469,598. 
In 1899 the manufactured product was ·worth 

$44,657,385, the imports and exports were valued at 
$1,492,019 and $6,983,186, respectively. This gives a 
domestic supply fo1• that year of $39,16tl,218. The 
nmount spent ·by farmers was $54, 783, 757, a sum 
$15,617,539 in excess of the value of the supply. This 
difference is made up partly of the usunl incidents to 
trade-middlemen's profits, freight mtes, eto.-nnd 
partly of the amount expended for manures not re
ported under the head of manufactured fertilizers, such 
as cottonseed 111ef1l and husks, large quantities of which 
M'e used in the South, and stable manure. In this same 
class of fertilizers t1re included street sweepings of 
cities, which, aeoording to a bulletin issued by the 
Dep11rtment of Agriculture, approximnte 3,000,000 tons 
annunlly. These arc generally sold to farmers and truck 
gardeners at a small figure, or in some cnses given to 
anyone who 1''ill haul them aw1iy. 

GEOQRAI'IUO DISTRIBUTION OF EXPENDITURES ]'OR l!'ER

TILIZERS. 

T11ble cxxv1 gives the total and average expenditures 
for fertilizers in 1899, with percentages, by states and 
territories. 

TABLE OXXVI.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE EXPENDITURES 
FOR FERTILIZll:RS IN 1889, WITH PERCENTAGES, BY 
S'rA'.rES AND TERRITORIES. 

EXPENDITURllR, 

STATES AND TERTIITORIRS. 

Totitl. 

The United St11tes... •. . . .• •. • ... $54, 783, 757 

North Atlantk 11ivl-.!t1n. .• .. . . . • .. . ... lfi, 6,Jl, 9115 

Mnlnc .....•..•..•••..•.....•...... 
New Hnmpshlre .•........•.•...... 
Vermont ........•..•......•...... 
M11HR1ielnrnctts ••.....•••••••••••... 
Rhode Jsland .. , ....••............ 
Conntwtknt . ........................ . 
New York .•.•.•.•••.•••...••.•.... 
New Jersey ..........•.....•....... 
PennHylvnnfa •.......•.....•...... 

south Atll1ntic divlston .............. . 

810, 680 
367, 980 
4•17, 065 

1, 320, 600 
264, 140 

1, 078, 240 
oJ,,193,0fiO 
2, 165,320 
4, 685, 920 

22, 732, 670 

Avemgt1. 

Per Pur 
farm. aerc., 

$10 $0.07 

23 0.2<1. 

14 
13 
14 
il5 
•18 
•10 
20 
02 
21 

24 

0.13 
0.10 
0.09 
0.42 
0.58 
0.47 
0.20 
0. 76 
0.2•1 

0.22 

Per cent 
of total 
vnlne of 
products. 

1.2 

2.3 

2.2 
1. 7 
1.8 • 
8.1 
4.2 
3.8 
1.8 
li.O 
2.8 

4.9 
1----·11--- ---· ---

Dclllwnre ........••..••.••••....... 
Mnryl11ml ...•.••••••••..•.••.....• 
District of Colurnbllt ..•.•..•..•... 
Virglnilt ........•.•...••...••.....• 
West Vlrginin .................... . 
North C11rol!na ...••••••.••••....•. 
Sou th Cnrolinn •.•••.•••.••.•.....• 

. Georgln ............•.......••...... 
Florld1t. .............•....•.•...... 

North Centml clivlslon .........•.....• 

Olllo •.........•..•...•.•...••.•.... 
Indlnna .......................... . 
Illinois .....•......•...•...••...... 
Michigan ..........•.....•..•...•.• 
Wisconsin •.......••.•••.•••••.•••• 
Minnesota ..•..•..••.•••.••••..••.. 

fi39, 0,10 
2, 618,890 

22, 600 
3,081, 790 

,105,270 
4, '179, 080 
4,49'1, 410 
5, 738, 520 

753, 120 

7, 273, 695 

2,695,470 
1,553, 710 

StlO, 660 
492, 360 
294, 320 
251, 120 

50 O.lil 
b7 o. 51 
8•! 2. 66 
22 0.18 

,1 0.0<1 
20 0.20 
29 0. 32 
26 0.22 
18 0.17 

3 0.02 

10 0.11 
7 0.07 
3 0.03 
2 • 0.08 
2 0.01 
2 0.01 

5.8 
6.0 
2.6 
4.3 
0.11 
!1.0 
6.6 
li.6 
4.1 

o.s 
1.0 
0.1! 
0.2 
0.8 
0,2 
0,2 



TAllLE CXXVI.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE EXPENDITURES 
FOR FERTILIZERS IN 1899, WITH PERCENTAGES, BY 
STATES AND TEIUUTORIES-Oontinued. 

BT.A.TES AND TER!U'l:ORIEB, 

EXPENDITUllES. 

Total. 

Per Cont 
A verugc, of total 

value of ,, _____ "products. 

Per Per 
farm. acre. ____________ , _____ ,, ________ _ 

North Central division-Continued. 
Iowa···---·-·-······ .............. $337,190 1 0.01 0.1 
Missouri ........................••. 370, !iBO 1 0.01 o. 2 
North Dakota ..................... 18,Rn5 Fl '"l m so11U1 ll11lrnt11 .................. ,,_ 12, 940 (2 
Nehrnslm .......................... lfl:l,080 1 0.01 0.1 
K11ns11s ..........•......... ····--· 26H,3GO 2 0.01 0.1 

South Central division ................ 6, 711,82,1 4 o.o:i 0.8 
-·--··~---·----- -- --·- ---

Kentucky . . . . . . . . . .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. . 908, 250 •l o. o.i o. 7 
'.l'cnncsscc....... .. . • . .. .. .. .. . . . .. 898, 070 ·1 o. 04 o. 8 
Al11b11m1i.......................... 2,599,290 12 0.13 2.8 
Mississippi........................ 9:12,098 4 0.05 0.9 
Louisl11n11 .. . .. . .. . . . . .. . .. . . . . . • .. 1, 076, 890 9 o. 10 1.. 5 
~·exns ................. -........... 12,l,716 (') (") 0.1 
Okl11homn ............................................................... .. 
Indltm 'l'crrltory . .. .. . • .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. . • .. .. • .. .. . .. ....... . 
Arlmns11s ............. -............ · 172,510 1 0.01 0.2 

Western di1•lslon...................... 1, 070, 720 ·1 0.01 0. 3 

Jlfont11nn .......................... 3,940 (1) 2) (B) 
Wyoming......................... 12, 700 2 2) 0.1 
Colomdo .. .. . .. • • .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. 2H ''"'i 1 2) o.1 
Nmv Mexlt•o ........... ,....... .... 2:ii80 (1) 2l (3l 
.Arlzonn. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2, mn 1 iJ (''l 
Utnh .............................. 14,llOO 1 2 0.1 
Ncv11dn ................................................................... . 
Itlnho ............................ . 
WnRlllngton ........•••............ 
Orc11on .......................... .. 
C11h!urnl11 ....................... .. 

17, mo 
29,1(15 
27,39fl 

937,050 

1 
1 
1 

13 

0.1 
0.1 
O. l 
0. 7 

Alnskn ....................................................................... . 
Haw1ill................. .• . . .. . •. . . ... . 1, 352, 8•17 595 O. 52 6.1 

---·---··--------~----" -·---'------'-'--
l Less than SL 
•Less tbnn 1 cent. 

BLcss than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 

It hi to be· noted that of the total expenditure ·of 
$54, 783, 757 for fertilizers in 1899, $38,374,665, or 70.0 
per cent, was spent in the North Atlantic and South 
Atlantic states lying within 300 miles of the Atlantic 
seaboard, 1u1d that the four states, Ohio, Indiana, 
Alabanui, and Louisiana, expended nearly one-half of 
the remainder. The-territory reporting this large rela
tive expenditure for fertilizers is that which was ffrst 
settled and extends hardly beyond the earlier bounda
ries of the original 13 states of the Union. In the cen
tral part of the country, consisting of the states situ
ated between the eighty-third and one hundred and 
fourth meridian, about $14,000,000 was expended for 
fertilizers. These states comprise :inost of the wheat 
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and corn belt 11nd the newer eotton lands o:f the South. 
The portion of tho United States west of th(\ 0110 h\m
dred 11nd :fourth meridian bought only a little over 
$1,000,000 worth of fertilizers· in 18HH, ancl. of this 
nmount, over $000,000 worth wus purchased in Cali
fornia. 

There are several conditions which operate to pro
duce this peculiltr geogmphic distribnt.imi of tho use 
of commercial fertilizers. These nro: the originnl c11nr-
11ct;er of the soil, the length of time and the method by 
whieh tho soil lms hcen tilled, the kind of erops raised, 
the nntural rnimurial resources of tlw country, and the 
coRt of transportation. 

Tho Eastern stl1tes, where the use of eommereial 
fertilizers is most extensive, have been the loug·ost eul· 
tivated nnd produce crops of relatively high market 
v1ilue per iicrc. Fertilizers aro necessa1·y to secure tho 
hirgest yields, nnd t.he v11luo of the crops jwitHics the 
use of high-gmde numures in largo qnantiti~s. The 
settbottrd is, moreover, most easily acco8siblc for the 
delivery of cornmorein,l fertilizers. In the Central and 
Southem stt1tes, whore tho land wn.s originally of great 
fertility, irnd where the· crops are of a corn pamtively 
low ,money v1<lne per twre, exponsivc1 nittnm·es crm not 
be used with profit in large quantities. The cost of 
triinsportntion to this section is also higher. 

In tho great arid region the soil fa new and of lnar
velous depth and richness, requiring only tho applica
tion of wator to produce phenomenal yields. The 
irrigation w11ter in most cases carries a htrge quantity 
of silt, contain.ing much soluble plant food. Experi
ments in Arizona indicate that 36 miners' inches of 
water from the Colomdo H.iver used in irrigating m1 
acre of land would deposit silt containing elements of 
plant food w11ich, if supplied hy bigb-grnde fertilizers 
purchased at the prices prevailing at thn.t place, would 
cost about $9. The deposits of tho Salt !Uver are only 
a little less valuable. 

Furthermore, the cost of transportation of commercial 
fertilizers is here at a mf1ximum. In Califomia, how
ever, easily accessible by sea from sources of com
mercial supply, the high value per acre of general 
market crops renders profitable the use of much ex
pensive manure, even in combination with irrigation. 
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EXPENDITURES FOR FERTILIZERS ON FARMS OF SPECIFIED 
GROUPS. 

Table cxxvn gives the total and average expenditures 
for fertilizers in 1899,' with percentages for cipecified 
groups of farms classified by area, by principal som·ce 
of income, and by other characteristics. 

T.Anr.E CXXVII.-TOTAI, AND AVERAGE EXPENDITURES 
FOR FERTILIZERS IN 1899, WITH PERCENTAGES FOR 
l?ARMS IN SPJWIFilW GROUPS. 

A.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA IN ACRES. 

GROUPS OF FARMS, 

All farms ........................ 

Uncler 8 ................................ 
3 and under 10 ......................... 
10 aml under 20 ........................ 
20 and under 50 ........................ 
50 and under 100 ....................... 
1001tnd under 170 ...................... 
176 an cl under 200 ...................... 
260an<l underfJOU ...................... 
500 and under 1,000 .................... 
1,000 .. nd over ......................... 

EXPENDITURJlS, 

Toto.1. 

$54, 783, 757 

187, 267 
83Ci, 775 

1, SG<l, 080 
8, 178,(16\l 

11,865, 819 
14, 099, 982 
6,858,,IGfl 
o,482,0oB 
2, 2\l·l, 538 
3, 110,109 

Averngc. 

Per Per 
farm. aero. 

$10 $0,07 
--------

4 2.36 
4 0.60 
f> o.ss 
7 0.20 
9 0.12 

10 0.07 
14 0.01 
15 0.04 
22 0,03 
GO 0.02 

Por cent 
of total 

value of 
proclucts. 

1,2 

= 
0, 7 
1.7 
1.7 
1.7 
1.4 
1.1 
1.0 
0.8 
0.9 
1.1 

B.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY I'RINCII'AI, SOURCE OF INCOME. 

Hay ttml grn,in ........................ . 
Vegota.llles ............. , .••..•..•.•••. 
Frnlts ................................. . 
Live stock ............................ . 
D1tlry produce ......................... · 
Tobacco .............................. . 
Cotton ................................ . 
Rice .................................. . 
Sugar ................................. . 
Flowers fincl plant..~ ................... . 
Nursery proclucts ..................... . 
Taro .................................. . 
Coffee ................................. . 
Miscellaneous ........................ . 

SS,OM,•161 
5, 950, 905 
l,&M,H90 
7,687,047 
4, 100, 218 
2, 861, 120 

12, 312, <108 
71,670 

2, 059, 202 
310,088 
189,512 

2,890 
fi, 700 

9, 428, 180 

$6 
as 
22 
fl 

11 
27 
11 
IS 

280 
51. 
69 
5 

11 
9 

so. 04 
O.f>9 
0.80 
0.02 
0.09 
0.30 
0.1'1 
0.07 
0.77 
7.<11 
o. 8'1 
0.18 
o. 08 
0.08 

0.0 
5.0 
2.3 
0.5 
1.1 
s. 9 
2.4 
o. 9 
5. 0 
1. 7 
1.4 
1.3 
2.0 
1.,0 

C.-FARMS CLASSIFIED BY VAT,UE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED TO 
LIVE STOCK. 

80 •.•.••.•..•••.•••.•.••.••••••••.•••••• 
81 and under $50 ..................... . 
$50 and under $100 ................... . 
8100 an cl uncler S21iO .................. . 
ll250 and unclor ~500 .................. . 
$500ancl underS1.000 ................. . 
81,000 and under 82,500 ............... . 
32,500 and over ....................... . 

$88, 983 
180, Of>O 
465, 300 

4, 817, 032 
10, 81)2, 43'1 
14, 307, 7,19 
14, 818,258 
9, 708, 951 

$2 $0.01 
1 0.01 
2 0.03 
3 0.05 
7 0.07 

10 0.07 
18 o. 08 
63 o.oo 

D.-GROUPS OF FARMS CLASSIFIED BY SPECIFIED TENURES. 

Own11rs .....•...•.••.•••...•........••• 
Partowncra .......................... . 
Owners and tenants .................. . 
Ma.nngcrs ............................. . 
Cftsh tenants ......................... . 
Share tcnan ts ........................ . 

$30, 005, 877 
B, 744,401 

685, 820 
3, 738,\122 
6,838,300 
9, 870,487 

$10 
8 

11 
63 
9 
8 

$0.07 
0,03 
0.06 
0.04 
0.09 
o.os 

E.-GROUPS OF FARMS CLASSIFIED BY RACE OF FARMER. 

While ................................ . 

~Tia~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::'. 
Chinese .............................. . 

if'f~~H~0n":::: :: :: : : :: : : ::::::::::: ::: : 

$<19, 099, 939 
li, 614, 844 

23,273 
34, 083 

7, 798 
3,820 

$10 
8 
1 

19 
14 
s 

$0.06 
0.16 
0.01 
0.29 
0.87 
0.01 

8.1 
1. 7 
1.5 
1.5 
1.5 
1.1 
1.0 
1.1 

1.2 
0.7 
1.0 
1.8 
1.3 
l. 2 

1.1 
2,2 
0.3 
0.8 
2.li 
1.1 

Farms classified by area reported an expenditure per 
farm that increased with the number of acres. The 

smallest farms had, however, the highest average ex
penditures per acre and the larg·est farms the lowest. 
The expenditures of the smaller farms, except those of 
less th}tn 3 acres, also formed the highe::;t percentage 
of gross form incomes. · 

Of the farms classified by principal sonrce of income, 
sugar farms reported expenditures greatly in excess 
of those of other farms. The average for all farms was 
only $10, while that for sugar farms wus $280. The 
next largest expenditure was $69, for nurseries; florists' 
estal1lishments expended $51; vegetable farms, $38; to
bacco :farms, $27; fruit farms, $22; rice farms, $13; and 
coffee, cotton, and dn.iry farms, $11. The lowest aver
ages reported were $6 for hay and grain farms and $5 
for live-stock 1inc1 taro farms. 

The averag·e expenditure per acre for all farms was 
$0.07. That for florists' estnblishments was $7.41; for 
nurseries, $0.84; sngar farms, $0. 77; vegetable farms, 
$0.59; frnit a,nd tobacco farms, $0.30; cotton farms, 
$0,14; hay an cl grain farms, $0. 04; and live-stock farms, 
$0.02. The greatest expenditure as compared with the 
total value of the products was on sugar and vegetable 
farms, where it constituted 5.0 per cent. Tobacco 
farms had the next largest per cent, 3. n, nnd cotton 
farms next, 2.4. The least were for hay and gmin 
and live-stock farms, 0.6 and 0.5 per cent, respectively. 

Among· the farms classified by amount of gross in
come, the greatest expenditure per farm was reported 
by those with the largest income, and the smallest by 
those with incomes from $1 to $49. The average per 
acre follows the same g·eneral rule, but presents an 
exception for the group of farms with the largest income 
which included so many live-stock farms that the aver
age was thereby reduced. The per cent of expenditure 
for fertilizers was largest for farms of smallest income, 
and least for those of greatest income. 

The average expenditure per acre was greatest for 
farms of cash and share tenants and least for farms o:f 
part owners and managers. The averuge per farm was 
greatest for farms of marmgers and leust for those of 
part owners and share tenants. The per cent of the 
value of products expended for fertilizers was largest 
:for farms of managers and least for those of part 
owners. 

The Chinese and Japanese reported the greatest 
average expenditure per ;farm ancl per acre, and the 
Indians, the least; the Japanese, the greatest per cent of 
expenditure to the value of product, and the Irtdiuns, 
the least. The Chinese seem to have secured the best 
results for .their expenditure, since with the largest ex
penditure per acre they have next to the smallest per 
cent to value of product. The large per cent of expend
iture for the Japanese was doubtless due to the large 
relative number of their farms, which had not reached 
a great degree of production in 1899. 
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DOMESTIC ANIMALS. 

METHODS OF ENUMERATION, OLASSIFIOATION, AND 

NUMBER. 

The enumeration of domestic animals by the methods 
already described is believed to be the most complete 
ever undertaken by any census. 

Previous census reports had been especially deficient 
with respect to the number of domestic animals on 
ranges, and in barns and inelosures elsewhere, and the 
statistics of live stock had been too general to be of 
practical value either to breeder or shipper. Values 
were· Atated only in the aggregate, itnd no statements of 
the total or average value of any class of animals or 
live stock were furnished. It was due mainly to re
quests from the live-stock associations of the country, 
tbut steps were taken to remedy -these defects a,nd to 
secure st1Ltistics of greater pmctical value. 

With this end in view, it new classification of domestic 
animals was adopted for the census of 1900, and pro
vision was made for the collection of definite statistics 
of the numbers of tLll neat cattle, horses, mules, asses, 
sheep, swine, and goats on farms, mnges, 11nd elsowhete, 
as well as the value of each cfoss of these animals on 
farms and ranges. Under the new classification neat 
cattle are grouped by age imd sex, in accordance with 
their present and prospective reln,tiorni to the dairy in
dustry and to the supply of meat products. Horses 
and mules are classified by lLge, and sheep by age and 
sex. Asses of all ages and both sexes a,re included in 
one group, as in preceding census reports. Swine are 
classified in the same manner. Goats were enumerated 
for the first time, and those of all ages a,nd both sexes 
are included in one group. 

Jn preparing the schedules used in the Twelfth Cen
sus of agriculture, and especially the inquiries thereon 
relating to domet:itic animals, it was sought to secure 
enumeration of all animals in the country, and at the 
same time to avoid duplicn,tion. It is believed that 
these objects have been accomplished to a greater degree 
than by any preceding censu&. The use of the indi
vidual schedule for farms assisted materially in elimi
nating duplications made by enumerators and special 
agents. The new classification adopted aided greatly 
in securing a complete enumeration of animals, and in 
obviating the uncertainties of live-stock statistics of 
previous census reports. 

The general statistics of domestic animals appear in 
Tables 26 to 42, inclusive. A summary of the number, 
value, and average value of the twenty different groups 
into which the animals are divided by the new classifi
cation, is found in table oxxvrn, for farms and ranges. 

TABLE OXXVIII.-NUMBER AND Y ALUE OF SPECIFIED 
CLASSES O.F DOMESTIC ANIMALS ON FARMS AND 
RANGES IN THE UNITED STATES,JUNE 1, 1900, WITH 
PERCEN'fAGES. 

Aver- ee~1~,f 
ngo tot11l 

vnluc. v11lne. 
DOMESTJO .ANIM.AI,8. Ago in ycnrs. Number. Vulue. 

------1-----1----1---------
'.l'ot111. ........ ................ 211i,822,238 $2, 981, 722, O•J5 $13.82 ·100.0 

----·-
Cal WR ............. Underl. ...... 10, saa, ono 137, 875, Ofifi 8.00 4. 6 
Steers .............. l 1111rl unrlor 2. ll, Uti8, 188 130, •1U2, 503 18.73 4.4 
Steers .............. 2 und under 3. f>,20il,325 151, fi08, 7•17 29,12 li.l 
8tcers . ............. B 11nc1 over .... 3, OS(i, 029 100, 508, f>H•1 llfJ.fil 3.7 
Bulls ............... l 1tn<l over .... 1, srn, or.3 45, 301, 048 8•1.40 1.fi 
HelferH ............. l 111Hl nuder 2. 7, 183, 010 121, 020, 097 10.03 4.1 
Cows k1,pt for milk. 2 and over .... 17, 130, (i7<1 508, 7<15, 181 29.08 17.0 
Cows 11ml heifers ..... ao ....... , 11, li02, 1'12 271, 7()0, 449 23.44 9,1 

not kept !or milk. 
Colts ............... Underl. ...... l,3lf>,20H 25, mo, loo 19.00 o.o 
Horses ............. l 1tnc1 under 2. 1, 447, 7'17 48,B3fi, 128 :m. so 1.6 
HorS\'R ............. 2 tlllcl OVCI' .... 15,517,052 s22, no,100 58.02 27.6 
Mule eolls •.•••..... Underl. ...... 2:11,007 0, 203, 280 26.77 0.2 
Mules .............. 1 nn•l under 2. 2791 H26 11, 775, lUl 42.07 0.•1 
Mnlcs .............. 2 nu<l over .... 2, 7f>\I, •JU9 178, 884' 083 <H.Hl li,O 
Asses and !Jnri·os ... All ltg'l>S ...... !lf1,l103 5,82·t,mm (IQ, 02 0.2 
L11mhs ............. Uncltlrl ....... 21 1 GOH, 2:U~ 421 027, H2H 1. IH 1.4 
Sheep (ewes) •...... l nn<l over .... 31, 01\l, 208 101, :170, lt12 3.18 8.'1 
Sheep (mms nnd ..... tio ........ H, 018, 276 2u,mm1mm 3.Bn (), 0 

wcthors). 
All ftg'CR ...... 7. 8 Swine .............. 62, 876, 108 2~2. 027' 707 3.00 

<lo11ts .............. ..... do ........ 1, 871' 2f>2 3,200,080 l. 7U 0.1 

Tho totiLl vitlno of a,ll tmin11118 on farms and mng·es, ,June 
1, HJOO, 'VltH $2,081, 722,045, of which valnll tlmt of neat 
cn.ttlo constituted 40.5 per cent; hor1ms, 30.1 per cent; 
mules, G.G per cent; asses 1111cl lnirros, 0.2 por cont; 
sheep, 15.7 per cent; swine, 7.8 pt~l' cent; and goats, 0.1 
per cent. Of tho vttluo of neat cattle, over one-half is 
repi·esentecl by the two classes of cows, those "kept for 
rni1k:" and those kept for breeding and designated i~ 
fable oxxvm as "not kept for milk." The combined 
v11luc of the three kinds of work anima,ls most common
horses, mules, and asscs--represents 36. 9 per cent of 
that of a1J tLnimaJS 011 farms and l'!Lnges. 

DOMESTIO ANIMALS NOT ON FAIUIIS OH ItANGJDS. 

Tu.bles 37, 38, and 40 give in dettLil, by state 1md 
county, the number of 1111 chLsses of enumerated domes
tic animals not on farms or ranges, hut no attempt was 
made to secure statements of their value, It is probable 
thatthe average value exooeded tlmt of the same clnsses 
of animals on farms and ranges, but, "for the purpose of 
obtaining a more or less definite estimate of the total 
value, it is assumed that the iwerages were the same. 
This gives a value of $214,658,873, or 6. 7 per cent of the 
aggregate value of all live stock, for the domestic ani
mals not on farms and ranges, the value of animals 
on farms and rang-es constituting 93.3 per cent. 

Table oxxrx presents in detail the estimates of tho 
value of the animals not on farms and ranges, and a 
statement of the total value of all live stock in the 
country. 
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TABLE CXXIX.-NUMBER AND ESTIMATED VALUE OF 
SPECIFIED DOMESTIC ANIMALS, NOT ON FARMS OR 
RANGES, AND TOTAL VALUE OF ALL SUCH ANIMALS 
IN THE UNITED STATES, JUNE 1, 1900. 

NOT ON FARMS OR Per 
RANGES, cent of 

DOMllSTIC AN!- Age in years, Valtw of ul\ value 
MALS. 

Number, I tinimals. of all 
Estimated anl-

vttlnc. m11ls. 

----- ----
TotnJ.. •. _. ..... -.. ~ .............. o,s10, s20 \im4, 05s,_s1! $3, 196, 381, 818 100.0 

--------·---
'""~··-

Ctilvcs .......... Under 1 .... _. 262, 146 2,848,828 ]39 724 •183 4.4 
Steers ........... i and under 2. 55,5'13 l,M0,320 131: rrs2: s2s •1.1 
Steers ........... 2 n.ncl UlldlH' 3. 51, 005 i 1 11Hfi. ~.mn 102, 991, 013 <1.8 
Steers ••••••••••• 3 an<l over .... 105, 802 s, 757,020 113, :.rno, ma 3.5 
Bulls ............ l 1md over .... 13,009 <169,374 4fi, 861, 322 1. 4 
Heifers .......... 1 n.nd uncler 2. 79, 517 1, 3•Hi, 223 122, 072, 920 3.9 
Cows kept for 21md over .... 973, 033 28,879,619 537,02-J, 750 16.8 

milk. 
Cows aucl hcif· •.••• clo ........ 75, 7Cl7 1, 775, 078 273, 53£, •12.7 8,6 

er.~ not kept 
for milk. 

Colts ............ Unclerl ...... 33, 090 051J5·12 20, 551,()51 0.8 
Horses .......... 1 and under 2. 30, ~102 i, om, 123 49, 350,251 l.li 
Horses .......... 2 1md over ..•• 2,873,389 152, 3•17' 085 97fi, Otl7, 101 30.5 
Mulo <Jolts ...... Uncll1rl ...... 3,lli6 84,486 6,287, 772 Q.2 
Mules ........... 1 ancl under 2. 4,328 188,079 11, 957, 270 o. <t 
Mules ......... _. 2nnd over .... 166,42·1 10, 785, 939 189, 620, 022 5.9 
ARsc•nml bnrros. All ages ...... lli, 8•17 905,399 6, 789, 9:!8 0,2 
L1tmbs .......... Unclorl ...... 51, 701 100, 800 42, 128, 128 1. 8 
Sheep (ewes) .... l mul over ..•. 139,622 448, 998 101, 820, 140 3.2 
Sheep (r1unsrtncl ..... clo ........ 39, 978 134, 326 27,067,858 o. 9" 

wet hers). 
All ages ...... 1,818, 114 6, 708, 841 238, 7S6,M8 7.5 Swlno ••.•••••.•• 

Goats ........... ..... do ........ 78, 353 137, 118 31•103, 19B 0.1 
---~-- -

DOMBSTIO ANIMALS ON MILITAitY RESERVATIONS. 

'fhrongh the courtesy 0£ the Secretary o:f War, an 
enumeration of the domestic animals on all military 
reservations in the United States wasi 1::1ecnred. 

On ,Tune 1, 1900, the total number 0£ horses on mili
tary reservations was 5,652, 0£ which 4,446 were 
cavalry horses; 870, artillery horses; 1mcl 336, draft 
horses. In addition, there were 2,635 draft mules 1wd 
355 pack mules, a total o:f 2,990 mules, Tho above 
figures are not included in any o:f the totals given in 
this report. 

DOMESTIO ANIMALS ON FARMS 01!' SPEOIFIED AitEAS. 

Tables 2, 4, 15, and 32 present the most important 
facts relating to £arms classified by area. A summary 
of fL few 0£ these facts relating to domestic animals is 
given in table cxxx. 

TAilLE OXXX.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE VALUE OF DO
MESTIC ANIMALS ON FARMS OF SPECIFIED AREAS, 
,TUNE 1, 1900, WITH THE NUMBER OF FARMS, AND OF 
FARMS REPQHTING ANIMALS, WITH. PERCENTAGES. 

FarmR re- Por ceut Avtimgo 
FARMS CJ,ASSIF!ED BY Nnmborof portiug of farms Value of valno per 

AllE.AS IN ACnEs. farms. animals. rcpc>rting anlmi<ls. farm n1-
anlmnls. porting. 

Totnl. .......... 5, 739, 657 5,499, 988 95,8 $2, 981, 722, 9,15 $M2 
=--_..:::---= ::::====:-:::: -

Uucler 3 .............. 41,882 31, 173 74,•1 35, 842, 099 1, 150 
3 nm! unclcr 10 ....... 226,564 184,0M 81.2 201 f>GO, 440 112 
10 nml umler 20 ...... 407, 012 361, 958 88,9 43, 554, 218 120 
20 nncl uncler 60 ...... l, 257, 785' 1, 1~2. 049 g,1.g 202, 876, 02•1 170 
50 aucl unclcr 100 ....• 1,306, 167 1, 826, 733 97.1 422, •120, ·l45 318 
100 and uncler 175 .... 1,422,328 l,soo, mn 08. 2 759, 716, 165 544 
175 llncl U!HlCl' 260 .... 4ll0,104 484, 889 98.9 307' 362, 821 819 
260 nncl under 500 .... 377, 9\)2 37'1,815 99.2 •158, 206, 380 1,222 
500ancl uuclcr'l,000 .. 102,647 101, 614 99, 1 212, 109, 752 2,087 
1,000 and over ........ 47,276 46,672 98. 7 429, 074, 001 • 9,103 

Domestic animals were reported by a relatively 
smaller number 0£ farms under 3 acres than o:f any 
other area. The per cent 0£ farms with nnimals in
creased steadily from 74.4 for the group mentioned, to 
99.2 for the group of farms o:f 260 to 500 acres. The 
number of forms from yvhich no reports of domestic 
animals were recei ved1 was much smn.ller thun is inclic11tecl 
by the percentages of the tables, for the animals on some 
rented farms were the property of the furm owner, and 
were not reported in the nan1e o:f the tenant. Many 
small and a few large tenant farms of this kincl were 
found in the South. The enmnorntors acted coutr11ry 
to instructions in so reporting these anim11l::i. The cx
plam1tion of the high avemge value of domestic animals 
on forms of less than 3 ncres was given in the discus
sion of table XLIV. 

DOMinSTIC ANIMALS ON FARMS 01'' SPECIFIED l'IUNCIPAL 

SOlIROgs OF INCOME. 

Table oxxxI, derived from Table 33, presents sum
maries of the values of domestic animttls on farms 
clnssi:ficcl by principal source of income. When taken 
in connection with the :figures of table LIV, derived 
:from Table 16, £or all live stock, this table present<> a 
:few apparent ttnomalies. 

TABLE CXXXI.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE VALUE OF DO
MESTIC ANIMALS ON FARMS, OLASSIFIED BY PRIN
OIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, WITH THE NUMEEH OF 
FARMS AND OF FARMS REPORTING ANIMALS, WITH 
PERCENT AG ES. 

FARMS CJ,ASSil'IED IlY Farms re- Per cent Avoriigo 

l'l\INCJPAI, SOURCE Number porting of f!ll'IIlS Valuo of vnlnc per 
of farms. reporting nnlm11ls. f111•m l'C· OF INCOME. animnls. anlm11ls. porting. 

Total ........... 5, 739, 657 5, 499, 988 95,8 $2, 981, 722, 945 $M2 
- - - "~· ···-·· ... ~ ·-· -· 

J:llly ancl grain ....... 1, 319, 856 1, 219, <113 92,<1 689, 325, Hl 52·1 
Vegetables ........... 155. 898 142,546 91. 4 35, 968, 297 21i2 
FmitH ................ 82, 176 71,2•12 86. 7 19, 271, 416 270 
Live stock ............ 1, 56,1, 71<1 1, 547, 622 98. 9 1,·5'14, 170, 270 998 
Dairy produce ••••••.. 357, li78 31i7, 578 100.0 23'1, 9:!.[, 206 657 
'fobacco ............. , 106, 272 101, 331 95.4 23, 749,174 21!4 
Cotton ................ 1, 071, 515 1,021,515 95. 3 180, 81i2, 233 177 
Rice .................. 5, 717 ii,083 88. g 1, 75H, 770 $•15 
Sug11r ................. 7, 344 G1 7U2 92.5 6,881, 025 1,013 
Flowers 1md plants .. 6, 159 2,425 39.4 36•1,060 lliO 
Nursery p1·ortucui •.•.• 2,029 ' l, 162 57.S 435, 740 375 
'l'aro ...................... '141 241 M.6 41, 081 185 
Coffee ................ 512 350 69. 5 76,218 214 
Miscellaneous •••••••. 1, 059, 416 1,022, 682 96.5 293, 886, 690 287 

As shown by Table 161 the average value o:f $1,009 for 
live stock on live-stock farms, was higher than for any 
other class 0£ farms. The sugar farms ranked next, 
with an average 0£ $957. For domestic animals, given 
in table cxxxr, the corresponding averages are $998 
and $1,013, respectively. The explanation of this 
varfation is that the averages of the two tables were 
calcnlated by different methods. In Table 16, live-stock 
averages were bt1sed upon the total number o:f :farms; 
while those given in table cxxxr are £or only those farms 
which reported domestic animals. 

Of the Hve-stock farms, 98.9 per cent reported do
mestic animals, the remaining 1.1 per cent representing 
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farms on which poultry or bee products formed the 
principal source of income. 

Only 92.5 per cent of the sugar farms reported do
mestic animals, owing to the fact that in 80me cases 
those on rented fr1.rm8 were rei)ol'ted on the farms of 
the owners, as has been heretofore explained. 

Florists' establishments reported the lowest average 
value of domestic animals, and only 39.4 per cent re
ported any animals whatever. If the total number of 
establishments be used as the divisor in calculating the 
average value per farm, it would be less than $GO per 
farm, or about one-sixteenth of that for live-stock or 
sugar farms. Vegetable, fruit, tobiteco, cotton, coffee, 
taro, and miscellaneous farms all reported low avemges, 
while for hay and gmin, live-stock, dairy, and sugnr 
farms, the averages reported were relatively high. 

DOMESTIC ANIMALS ON FARMS OLASSm!ED BY COLOit 

01!' FARM.Im AND BY TENUIUa. 

Tables 29, 30, and 31 present in detail the statistics of 
animal8 on farms classified hy tenure n.nd by the color 
of farmer. Some of the most importnnt facts Rhown 
therein, relating to the total value of all domostiu animals 
on farms, are condensed and presented in table cxxxn. 

T.Am.E CXXXII.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE VALUE OF DO
ME8TlC ANIMALS, ON FARMS OF 8l'ECIFIED TENURES, 
JUNE 1, 1900, WITH A YEH.AGES AND PERCENTAGES. 

FARMS CJ.ASS! l•"IEU UY 
'J'F.NUIH:. 

A.-ALL FARMS. 

Nnmber irnrms ~{~;r~~ 
or f!lrms. reporting reporting 

Rnlm!lls. nnlmnls 

Vnlnc or 
nnlmnls. 

Averngo 
valne per 
lnrm re· 
porting, 

-------1------ ---·-- ·····--·-·--·-1----
'.l'otnl . . • . . . . . .. . 5, 739, 057 G, 499, 988 95. 8 $2, 981, 722, 9·15 

:::.:.=-..:::-..:::;:;.;:,l----1=--=-==11~-=·-=-=-=·-=·cc·c·c=o·-· 

Owners............... 3, 149, 344 
Pnrt owners.......... 451,015 
Owncrsnnd terurnt~.. . 53, 209 
lllanngers........ ..... 59, 213 
Caeh tenants • . ... .. .. 752, 920 
Slrnre tenants .. • .. . • . 1, 273, 8tl6 

:J,037,•170 
445, li71 
52,800 
531 934 

71'1,688 
1, 19;i, 985 

90. •l 
98. 7 
98.8 
91.1 
94.9 
94.0 

1, 605, 353, H71 
•1~0, 48G, 929 
35, 780, 652 

248, 18•1, 915 
281, 932, 825 
390, 024, 753 

B.-l!'ARMS Ol!' WHITE FAllMEHS. 

Total .........•. i •1, 970, 129 4, 788, 727 96.<l 82, 885, 586, 030 

li29 
9,1<1 
882. 

4, 602 
395 
826 

$603 
----- -- .. ----··-·--.-- -· ------ ." -=-~ 

Owners ............... 2, 974, 497 2,871,096 96.5 1, 571, 351, 877 547 
Pnrt owners .......... 420, 916 '115,911 98.8 415, •17•1, 909 999 
Owners and tenants .. 51, 717 50,877 98,4 85, 315, 557 69•1 
'Mntmgers ............. 57, 353 52,218 91. 0 2'15, UUtl, 288 4, 711 
Cush tenants ...•..... 477, 100 457, 261 95.8 251, G85, 923 filiO 
Shure tmmnts .....••. 988,MO 9,11, 364 95. 2 865, 758, •176 389 

·----·- --
C.-FARMS OF COWRED FARMERS. 

-
Totnl ........... 769, 628 711,261 92.4 $96, 186, 915 8185 

---------
Owners .....••.. .' ..... 174, 847 1U6, 37'1 95. 2 38, 998, 994 204 
Pnrt owners .......... SO, 599 29, (i60 96, 9 5, 012,02() 169 
Owners and tenants •. 1 582 1,513 95. 6 •i24, OOf> 280 
Managers ............. 1;srio 

'" 
l, 716 92.3 2, 188,627 1, 275 

Cash tc nnn ts •.• , ..... 275, 820 267,377 93.3 30, 2•JG, 902 '118 
Share tmmn ts ......•. 284, 820 2M,021 89.4 2•1, 266, 277 95 

Of the total number of farms in the United States, 
4,J70,129, or 86.6 per cent, were opernted by white 
farmers, and 769,528, or 13.4 per cent, by colored 
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farmers. The value of domestic animals on the farms 
of 'Yhite farmers a.mounted to $2,885,586,030, or 96.8 
per cent of the total value of all such animals on farms 
and ranges. The colored formers reported a value of 
$96,130,915, or only 3.2 per cent of all such values. In 
proportion to the number of farms, they controlled only 
about one-fourth llS much of the value in domestic 
animals as white farmers, the average value per farm 
being $135 for colored, and $603 for white farmers. 

H account be taken of the areas of their :farms (see 
Titbles 13 and 14), the colored farmers make a some
what better showing than is indicated by the foregoing 
figures. White farmers controlled 95.0 per cent of the 
nrea of all farms and 96. 8 per cent of the value of domes
tic animals. The land in the farms of the colored 
farmers i.~onstitutcd 5. 0 per cent of the total farm urea, 
nnd the vn.lne of their domestic 1tuimals, 3.2 per cent. 
Tlrn great di:;p1irity, therefore, between tho per cent of 
farms contrtil led by colored farmers, n.nd the per cent 
of livc-:;tock v1ilue~ thereon, w1is htrgoly due to the small 
size of their farms. 

YALUI~ OI!' DOMES'r!O ANIMALS: 1880 '£0 1900. 

It is diflicult to nmke tt 'slltiiifrtctory comparhmn he· 
tweon the figure:; of two census reports, when, for any 
reusou, it dmng·c has been made in the method of scwur
ing the figures. This is t.rue even though tho changes 
were nrntlo in tho intorest of greater acoumcy, tu:i was the 
case in all c1mng·es made in tho schedule m;ed in 1900. 
To secure definite 8tatistics of 11ni111al vrilues, the form
ers were askocl to report the Vttlue of each clai:;fl of 
animabi kept by thorn, instead of cnlling only for 11 gen
eml estimate of the value of all their live stock, as was 
clone for preceding census years. The questions on tho 
schedules prior to 1900 were so armnged us to suggest 
to tho enumern.tor that the only values desired were 
those of the domestic unim11l8 most common on the 
farms; hence, tho only figures of 11)00 that t1ro compara
ble with live-stock estimates of earlier years are those 
for domestic 1rnimals. A eomptuison is made between 
these :figures in tables oxxx1rr and oxxxrv. 

TAnLll CXXXIII.-HEPORTED VALUE OF DOMESTIC ANI
MALS ON FARMS AND H.ANGES IN 1900, AND Rl<iPORTED 
VALUE OF LIVE STOCK IN 1890 AND 1880, WITH PER
CENTAGES, BY S'rATES AND 'rERHITORIES. 

--- ·-- ·- ~·-· -·- ·- . -

1,1n; STOCK. 

STATES AND TERRI· Domestic -.---
TORIES. nnimals, 1900, 

18110 1880 

·----·· ---· 
The United States $2,981,722,9·15 82,808, 767,573 $1,576,884,707 

.. . -
NorthAtlauticdivision 305, 360, 856 313, 902, 604 286,M0,649 

Maine ............ 16, 298,422 18, 280,140 16,499,376 
Nell' Hampshire .• IO, 062,877 10, ,150, 125 9,812,064 
Vermont .....•.... 17,373,Hi9 16,644,320 16, 586, 190 
MusRflchnsclls .... 14, 780,169 14,200,178 12, 91i7,004 
Rhode Island ...•. 2 281 817 2,36'1, 970 2,254,142 
Connectlcnt .....•. 10: 247:634 9, 974, 618 10, 959, 296 
New York •••..•... 120, 673, 101 124, 523, 965 117,868,283 
New Jersey •....•. 16,269,MS 15., 811, 430 14,861,412 
Pennsyl vnnla ..••. 97,424, 119 101, 652, 758 84,242,877 

1 Deorease. 

Pim CENT OF 
INCREASE, 

1890 1880 
to to 

moo 1suo 
-

29.1 ·16. 4 

12, 7 9. 7 

110, 8 10. 8 
18, 7 6.6 

4,3 0.4 
s. 7 9.6 

13,5 4.9 
2, 7 19,0 

18, 1 6.6 
2,9 6.4 

14,2 20.T 
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TABLE cxxxrn . .....:i:rnPORTED VALUE OF DOMESTIC•ANI
MALS ON FARMS AND RANGES IN 1000, AND REPORTED 
VALUE OF LIVE STOCK IN 1890 AND 1880, WI'l'H PER
CENTAGES, BY STATES AND TERRITORIES-Continued. 

J,!VE STOCK. 
PER CENT QI~ 
JNCIU~ASE. 

BTATF.'l AND TERRI· Domestic 
TORIES, rmimuls, 1900. 18110 1880 

1890 1880 to to 
lllOO 181)0 

-----
South Atlnntic divi· 

slon ................. $184' 152, 273 $1Gl, 631, 801 $130, l\iO, 311 13.9 23.8 
---- -- ·----

Dehiwnre .•.•....• 3, 733, 335 4, 198,810 3, 420,080 111.1 t2. 7 
M11ryl1md ......... 19, G86,&H 19,19'1,320 15, HOil~ 728 2.s 21.0 
Dist, of Columbln. 122 019 129, 120 123,300 15,5 4,G 
Virginin .........• 39, 8a1: 552 83, 40·1, 281 25, 053~ 315 19.2 28, 7 
West Virginiti •..•. 29, 231, 832 23,9M,610 17, 742,387 21.G 85,l 
North Cnrolinu ... 28, 242,147 25,fi.17,280 22, 414, 059 10.5 14, 0 
South Carolina ..•. 19, 1G7, 229 16,572,410 i2, rno,510 15. 7 35.8 

iri:i'li~ ::::::::::: 33, •1U9, l183 31,477, 990 25, o:m, 352 6.4 21.4 
10, 687, G32 7,1'12, 980 0, \!20, 980 49,G 3. 2 

North Ccnlrnldivislon 1, 529, 975, 317 1, lll5, 70,1, 262 772, 457' 900 2jl,0 fi.1.8 
---··--~-- -----

Ohio .............. 120, 4GG, 134 116, 181, 690 103, 707' 730 8, 7 12.0 
In<liun11 ........... 105, 0•18, 528 93, il61, 422 71, 008, 758 12.5 31.'1 
Illinois ............ 186, 856, 020 180,431,662 132, 437, 762 8.6 36.2 
Michig1m .•.• ; .•.• 75, 997, 051 G9, 56,1, 985 55, 720, 118 9.2 24.8 
Wisconsin ......... 93, 521, •130 G:J, 78•1, 377 46,508, 643 4{),6 37.1 
MlnncRot1t ........ 86, 020, 6·13 fi71 7:.!5,683 31, 90·1, 821 50.1 80.9 
Iow11. ....•••......• 271, 844, 08•1 20ti, 430,2•12 12'1, 715, 103 31. 7 65.5 
Mi&"mrl .......... 1M,29fi, HO:l 138, 701, 173 95, 7851 :.?82 11.2 4•1.8 
North Dnkotn u •••• ·:111 951, (i59 18, 787, 29•! 7, 555, 27'1 128.8 5'11.G 
South Dnkotit • .... M,287, 578 29, UHU, li09 ... 1j6; 3Ml; ~tJ5. 116. 5 ··iso::i Nobmsku ......... 112, 7!i9, 029 92, 971, 920 58. 6 
K11ns11s ............ 180, 317' 2•18 128, 068, 305 02, 704, 1'19 ,15,5 101.2 

South Central division f>98, !l55J ti87 :192, 1551 328 202, 152, ?52 52. 6 ·19.6 
_, _____ - --_ .. _ 

Kcntuck~'. ........ 70, 488, 187 70, 92·1, '100 49,670, 567 10,6 42,8 
Tennc~eo ........ 58, 0·18, 895 rio, 2ri 111 2so 'jt. 051, 470 13. 7 38.0 
Alnbnmn ........•. 34,408, 932 80, 776, 730 2 '787, 081 11.8 29.4 
Mississippi ........ 40;843, 300 83, usu, 43;; 24, 285, 717 20. •l 39.7 
Loulslm1tt .•....... 27, 757, 301 il.7, 898,380 12, 346, 905 55.1 45,0 
'.l'e:irns ••••••••••••• 230, 227, 934 138, <109, 274 70, 563, 987 70. 7 80.8 
Okl11.hom11 ........ 53, 921, 827 8, 205, 270 876, 000 f:l (a Indian Territory .. •10, 824, 8811 5, 976, 729 10,499, 000 (' 
Ark11ns11s ......... 35, 739, 421i 30, 772, 880 20, 472,425 16.l 5 .3 

Western division ..... 301, 458, 453 2,15, 37a, 678 125, 668, 095 ' 47. s 05.3 
------ '" --

l\font11n11 .......... 51, 724, 113 83, 266, 752 9, 170,554 1\5,5 262.8 
Wyoming ......... 89, 080, 1.58 18, 785, 301 9,182, 107 10.8 101.0 
Colorado .......... 49,369, 781 29,675,1\28 16, 972, 342 66.3 85.8 
New Mexico ...... Bl, 0<14, 170 25, 111, 201 10, 914,800 20,0 130.1 
Arizomt ..••..•.... 15, 375, 286 13, 227, •158 B, 210, 989 rn,2 312.0 
Ut11h .............. 21, 176, 867 9, 914, 766 4, 371, GS8 118.6 126.8 
Nevucln ........... 12, 093, GOS 5, 801, 820 4, 233, 749 108.4. 87.0 
Idaho ............. 21, :l89, 853 7, 253,.190 4, 023, 800 19'1. 9 80.3 
Washington ...... 21,437, 528 14, 113, 110 6, 974, 307 59.0 136.2 
orerion ............ 33,172,M2 22, 0•18, 830 17, 110,892 46.5 32,{ 
Cul fornln ......... 65, 000, 738 Oo, 675, 427 41,498,417 IQ, 9 58.0 

AlaSk'f.······ .......... 1, !!80 ............... ................. ...... . ....... 
H11wau ............... 2,523,479 ............. ................. ······ . .......... 

1 Decrense. •Included in Dnlmtii territory rirlor to 1890, 
~Dnkotn territory prior to 1890. ~Jueomplcte rctums, 

TABLE CXXXIV.-REPORTED VALUE OF DOMESTIC ANI
MALS ON FARMS AND RANGES IN THE UNITED STATES 
IN 1900, AND REPORTED VALUE OF ALL LIVE STOCK, 
1850 TO 1890, WITH PERCENTAGES. 

CENSUS YEAR, 

1900 .................................... . 
18901 .................................. . 
18801 .................................. . 
1870•, 8 ................................. . 
18602 ................................. .. 
185QD .................................. . 

Value. 

$2, 981, 722, 9•15 
2, 308, 767' 573 
1, 576, H84, 707 
1, 229, 889, 610 
1, 089, 829, 915 

M4, lBO, 516 

lncrense of Per cent 
v1tlue. 0~~~~~. 

0072, 955, 372 29.1 
731, 882, 866 46.4. 
3•16, 995, 097 28. 2 
140, 559, 095 12, 9 
545, 149, 399 100, 2 

I Including estimated value of Jive stock on rnngcs. 
2 Inclucling only the reported v11lue of live stock on forms, 
•Vnlne in gold, 

The values secured by enumerators in 1900 were for 
all animals on farms and ranges. The estimates re
turned in all preceding- years were for live stock on 

farms only, and did not include the value of live stock 
on ranges. In 1880 and 18ll0, estimates of the number 
of rnnge animals were secured by the Census Office, 
and general statements of the average values were also 
published. To mn.ke 'possible a comparhmn with the 
figures of the earlier years, the estimates of the value 
of range animals in those years have been combined 
with the reported estimated value of the farm animals1 

and the result i;.; given in tables oxxx1n and oxxxrv. 
From 1880 to 1890, there was an increase in the Vltlue 
of farm animals of 46.4 pe1· cent for the United States, 
while in the next decade the gain was only 29.1 per 
cent. The per cent of gain, however, wns slightly 
greater than that in popuhition. 

Of the North Atlantic states, nll except Connecticut 
reported 11 gidn in live stock values between 1880 and 
1890, the increase for the group amounting to 9.1 per 
cent. In the last demtde, Maine, N cw I-fampshire, Rhode 
Island, New York, and Pennsylvania showed decroasos 
mnging from 3.1 per cent in New York to 10.8 i1er 
cent in Maine, giving n, total decrease for the division 
of 2. 7 per cent. This decrease was clue to losses in the 
number of horses, sheep, and swine, and to the decline 
in the average value of horses. The increases in the 
number of other aninmls and in their !Wemge values 
were not suflicient to counterbttlance the losses due to 
the :factors mentioned. · 

In the South Atlantic division there was lL gain of 23.8 
per cent betw'ecn 1880 and 1890, while in the last decade 
it amounted to only 13. 9 per cent. Delaw!tre 11nc1 the 
District of Columbia reported decreases, but all the 
other states showed increases, that for Florida being 
very great. 'l'hi:-i was doubtless due to the enumera
tion in 1900 of the range stock of that state, which wns 
not reported in 1890. No estimates of the number and 
value of this mnge stock were obtttined in 1890. 

In the North Centml statcti the animal vnJues in
creased 28.0 per cent in the last decade, Ohio and Illi
nois showing increases of hut 3. 7 and 3. () per cent, 
respectively, while North Dakota, recorded a gain of 
123.3 and South Dakota 116.5 per cent. 

There was a greater average increase in the South 
Centml division than in the North Central or the West
ern divisions. Kentucky and Tennessee reported smaller 
vnJnes in 1900 than in 1890, but all of the other states 
reported increases, that in Texas amounting to 70.1 per 
cent. No per cent is given for Okhthoma or for Indian 
Territory, as the data for 1890 are too vague and in
definite. The great advMce in Texas was due more to 
an increase in average values than in the number of 
animals. 

The Western division recorded the large increase of 
47:.3 per cent since 189d in values of farm animfi!s. 
This increase was participated in by every state except 
California. No satisfactory explanation has been found 
for the decline in that state. Idaho reported the great
est increase of any state in the country-194. 9 per cent. 
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From 1850 to 1860 the reported value of live stock 
increased from $544,180,516 to $1,089,329,915, a gain 
o:f $545,149,399, or 100.2 per cent. This was an aver
age increase of $17. 34 for each inhabitant enumerated 
in 1860. Nearly one-half of this t1pparent g11in was 
probably due to a more perfect enumeration in 1860 
than in 1850, and in part to the grettt increase in values 
that followed the discovery of gold in California and 
Australia. 

During the next decade there was an increase to a 
reported value of $1,525,276,457. In 1870 currency 
values were reported by enumemtors in all states 
except California, Nevada, Oregon, and Washington, 
where values were in gold. As the 1wentgc premium on 
gold in 1870 was 25.3 per cent, the reported values were 
equivalent to $1,229,889,610. This is a gain, in gold 
values, of $140,559,695, or only 12. !) per cent, and an 
average increase for each enumerated inhabitant of 
$3.65, or about one-fifth of that in the preceding de
cade. These two. 1wcragcs retlcct better than any 
others the great destruction of live stock during the 
Civil War. The South ::mffcred pmctically the whole 
of this destruction as the Northern states were able to 
raise animals to meet the greater part of their losses, 
and between the close o:f the war itnd 1870 they rallied 
much more rapidly than the South. 

In the decade 1810 to 1880 the value of form animals 

increased to $1,576,884,707. 'l'his sum included esti· 
ma.tes for itnirnals on ranges. The increase over the 
corresponding gold value of 1870 was $346,995,091, an 

. average g1tin, for ench enumern.tcd inho.bitant of 18801 

of: $6.92, or about twice that for the pre(icding decade, 
In the decade ending with 1890 the reported value oi 

live stock increased $731,882,860, an average gain per 
enumerated inhabitant o-f $11. 68, or it bout twice as grea.t 
as in any preceding decade, except that between 1850 
1md 1860. In 1900 tlrn value of domestic ttnimals ex· 
ceeded the estinrnted vitlue of itll live stock in 1890 by 
$672,955,372. This is nearly the same actual increase 
recorded in the preceding decade, bnt an incre11se per 
inhitbitant enumerated in 1000 of only $8. 91. This 
gain, when compared with the 1wemgcs recorded for 
the various decudes since 1850, js very marked. H the 
reported viilne for 1900 of all live stock, including that 
not on forms and ranges, had been used for this com· 
parhmn, it greater addition to farm vitlues would hav<Y 
been shown than in any preceding decade. 

J,IVlH\'l'OOIC l!'ARl\18. 

The fitrmR deriving their principal income from 
itnimal prod nets, exclusive of dttiry produce, arc 
c111lccl live-stock forms. A gcneml summn.ry of the 
stiitistics of ~mch farms is given in table oxxxv :for the 
va.l'ious states ttnd territories. 
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TABLE OXXXV.--NUMBER AND ACREAGE OF LIVE-STOCK FARMS, AND VALUE OF SPECIFIED FORMS OF FA.RM 
AND AVERAGES, BY 

- ' 

STATES AND 'rim! UTOJ\IE:S, 

-·-----
'!'he Uni terl t;t11tes' ... 

2 -North Atlttnlic (Ji vision .... 

3 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

............ 
Ire ........ 

··········· 

:l>Iliine ....... 
New Hmnpsh 
Vermont .... 
l\Iassnchusctt 
Rhode Islnncl 
Conneetlcut. 

H .......... 

......... 
........... 

New York ... ........... 
10 N cw .Terscy .. ·········--
11 Ponnsylvani>i .......... 
12 South Atlnnt!c ell vision .... 

13 Del1tw1tre ... . ··········· 
H l\lnl'yhmcl .. . ··········· 
15 District ol Co lum\Jia .... 
16 Virgin ht ..... ··········· 
17 West Virginia ·········· 
18 

19 
20 
21 

\lt .....•. •• North Ciirolit 
South Cnrolh 
Georglit ...... 
l!'lorid1t ....•. 

m ......... 

··········· 
··········· 

22 North Contra! di vision ..••. 

23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
81 
32 

83 
3'I 

Ohle ........ . ........... 
Incl11u11t .... . .............. 
Illinois ..... . .............. 
l\I!chlgan .. .. ............ 
Wlsconsln .. . ............... 
Minnesota .. . ............. 
Iow11 ...... .. ··········· 
Missouri .... . ............ 

........... North D1tkot11. 
South D1tkot1 t ........ - . 

No\Jmsk11 .. .. -......... -. 
Knnsiis ..... . ............ 

85 South Central rl! vl~!on ..... 

36 
37 

38 
39 
40 
41 
•12 
43 
<H 

Kentucky .. . 
Tennessee .. . 
Aliibii1111t ... . 
l\Iisslsslppl .. 
Lon!siarn1 .. . 
Texns ..... .. 
Okliihoma ... 
Incli1tn Terril 
Arkiins1tR .... 

15 Western division 

46 
47 
48 
49 

50 
lil 
52 
53 

54 
55 
56 

Montanii .. .. 
Wyoming .. . 
Colorudo .. .. 
New Mexico. 
Arizona ... .. 
Utah ..... : .. 
Nevadii ..... . 
Idaho ..... .. 
Washington . 
Oregon ..... . 
Californill .. . 

57 Hawaii. ........ . 
OS Alask11 ........ .. 

............. 

............ 

.............. 

............ 

............... 

............. 
··---·---·· 
orr ....... 

·-··-·---- .. 
................ 
............... 
................ 
..... ~ ..... 
······-----
............... 
............ 
............. 
----------· 
...... ~ -... -.. 
............... 
.................. 
............... 
............. 

NUMBIUt OF FARMS, 

·-·---------·----

Total. With 
buildings. 

--------~-

1, 50•1, 71'1 1, 536, 2"1 
~·--- ~-=::::::::::::::::.:::::::::: 

171, 1B9 169, 710 
----· 

15, 048 1'1,888 
7, 6:i<1 7,588 
7,323 7, 107 
8,193 8, 128 
2,188 2, 167 
7,0•15 6, 969 

38, 182 37, 057 
9,531 9,<118 

75,095 75,,188 

135, 109 133, 073 

2f 9f16 21 0·15 
11, 897 11, 801 

6 G 
·11, 15() ·10,622 

86, 255 35,6'19 
23, 607 23, 123 

31 B7U 3,289 
10, 706 10, 091 
. 5, 150 ·1,9.[7 

916, 907 903, 105 
------- ----

113, 620 111,890 
107, 887 100,<HO 
113,0H 111,800 
08, 998 68,380 
li9,182 58, 029 
19, ·183 lll, 116 

133,625 131,890 
lfil, •151 149, 179 

3,056 2,888 
12, 828 lll,295 
53,895 52,80<! 
79, 308 77, 728 

271, 615 265,053 

78, 5'17 76, 049 
65,M6 64,138 

12, 325 12,89·1 
9, 117 9,106 
7,119 7,070 

42, 624. 40, 728 
14, 8~6 14,552 
10, 207 9, 999 
30, 731 30,117 

69, 7•15 65,109 
-----·---

6,048 5,699 
3, 791 3,209 ,, 

8, 761 8,246 
•l,084 3,517. 
2, 343 1,705 
6,458 4,934 

966 902 
5,(M5 4,658 
7, 013 7,893 

10, 218 9,878 
15, 418 14,969 

198 190 
1 1 

,, 

ACREAGE:, .JUNE 1, 1900. 

-----~------

Per 
Total. Improved. cent 

im-
proved. 

----- ---
355, 000, 476 184, 748, Ja5 38,0 

-
15, 056, 987 8,891, 127 59. 0 

-~-· 

1, 587, 083 573, •101 37. 3 
803, 508 2'16, 969 30, 7 
087, 107 <147,105 4ti.3 

f117, 036 201,468 39.0 
HU,1'16 60, 352 40,5 
50G,821 216, 378 42. 7 

3, 1185, 805 2, 323, 328 66. 7 
G5H,07S •178,811 72.9 

0,'113,808 •1 I 3:131 26fi 67. 7 

17,7'12,002 8, Oli7, 977 •15.5 
-------- --·---·--·· -----

2H,917 155, 671 68.6 
ur.s,sa9 OOll, ,128 63. 3 

160 138 86.2 
5,51:1, 7\l8 2, 975, 83!! 54, 0 
5, 021, 968 2, 809, 0·12 55. 9 
21 756,le17 8<16,032 30. 7 

<J71,81li 9G, 126 20.4 
~,095,!13·1 <121, 302 20.1 

679,.J23 157, 390 23. 2 

141, 880, 122 9·.l, 150, 730 OG. •1 
-·-·-----· ------- ·---
10, !)20,072 8, 610, 730 78. 9 
10, 638,3'18 8, OOll, 020 7f>.8 
13, 67:1, 75:1 11, 070, f>fll. 81,0 
o, 322,083 ·l, •107, IH5 GO, 7 
7, 026,842 •J, 592t82i1 57. 9 
2,831,881 1, 701,059 G3.2 

21, 133,392 17,SU,55'1 84.•1 
20, 148, 833 13, 876,J.33 68. 9 
l, 376, 32.'i 395, 173 28. 7 
5, 837,50-1 2, •123, •136 41. (> 

17, 128, 839 8, 788,200 51. 3 
23, 936, 240 12, 288, 193 51. 3 

12,1, 689, 428 16, 003,50<1 12. 9 
----

B, 481,529 5,301, 736 62,5 
6,585, 194 3, 114, 030 ,17. 3 

1, 729, 768 485, 009 28, 0 
1,555, 120 380, 110 24. 8 

I, 089, 753 310, 153 ·2s.5 

90,174,477 3,080, 259 3,.1 
7, 661, 781 1, 340, 010 17. 5 
3,896,028 81·1,5·1'1 20. 9 
3,615, 778 1, 231, 053 35, 0 

54, 199, 407 7,547,200 13. 9 

9,5'13,538 '914, 255 9.6 
7,321,880 598, 795 8,2 
6, 102, 102 936, 087 15. 3 
4,358, 724 133, 641 3, 1 
1,606, 948 98, 531 6.1 
2,4175, 256 316, 385 12.8 
2,085, 837 3fi5,803 17. 1 
1, 059, 956 431, 964 <10.8 
2,477, 278 426, 472 17.2 
4,644, 659 856,070 18.4 

12, 523, 729 2,479, 197 19.8 

1,441, 529 21,6% 1.5 
1 l 100.0 

·---

'' 

Total. 

$7' 605' 284, 273 

61<1,838,07'1 

28, 978, 9·18 
10, 064,461 
22,499,010 
26, 602,818 
7, 195, 490 

21, 01>7' 370 
145, 572, 118 
as, Ma, 499 

30fo, 22-l, 36ii 

30:l, 180, •194 
------

G, 7fi0, 287 

32, 895, 03<1 
159, 085 

106, 510, 584 
101, 72.5, 83-! 

27, 621, 670 
.J, 760, 633 

18, 73ll, 872 
9, 013,889 

5, 093, 7·1f>, 8i!l 

481, 319, •13·1 
•177, 10.J, 236 

7'14, 327, 774 
252, 270, 018 
319, ·1'18, 898 

99, OG•l, 105 
1, 151, MS, 425 

618, 720, 308 
19, 851, 96'1 
88, 253, 7G4 

307, 890, 827 
474, 346, 120 

878, 690, 303 ------... 
174, 147,•132 
110, 025, 387 
14,652,615 
16,210, 290 
13, 263, 763 

391, 788, 647 
74, 101,280 
•19, 642, 044 
34,852, 905 

610' 300, 139 

82, 708,374 
59, 715, 503 
79, 38.5, 122 
41, 188, 57'! 
19, 701, 270 
32, 633, 667 
19, 312, 047 
80, 016, 831 
28, 725,519 
59, 627, 943 

157. 285, 289 

4,629,174 

150 

-·--- ·- - --- - --

VAJ.UB OF FARM PROl'EltTY, JUNE 1, moo. 

·--- ----

Land nnd 
Improvements Buildings. (except 

buildings). 

$4, 493, 008, 548 s1, ms, 753, os1 
__ ,, __ 

·--- -····-·- '' ---··---- -
287,479,SH 214, 175, 127 

10,083, 720 11, •134, 500 
7,391, 90'1 7, 780, 627 
8, 940, 810 8, 075, 770 

10,206, 430 12, 293, 700 
2, 955, 690 S,076, 650 
9,136,180 8, 5s6, 9r,o I 

61, 799, 280 51, 030, <180 
Hi, 101, 260 15,807,810 

157, 2G•l, MO 96,029, 080 

183, 146, 160 60, 045,000 
.. .,, ______ 

3,522, 190 1, 93<1, 200 
17, 036, 190 10, 112, 2f>O 

146,000 8,!lOO 
6G, 122,080 20, 819, 090 
66, 712, 750 15, 641, 920 
16, 07U, 730 o, 097, 820 
2, 741, 700 1, 043, 170 
7, 280, 3fJO 3, 100, 910 
:i, 508, 170 1, 280, 740 

3, 264, 017,.153 779, 2f>9, 810 

315, 295, fiUO 87, 08'1, 660 
320, 295, 710 78, 993, 860 
522, 648, 320 JOG, •11:1, 880 
147, 738, 050 60,4<11, 7'10 
2Q.1, 173, 250 59, 783, 970 

6'1, 018, 280 17, 551, HOO 
7561 022, 280 159, 75:l, 250 
309, 030, 593 90, 696, 120 

5, 045, ,170 1,<lfi\l, 100 
113, 788, f>70 8, 5G7, 010 

217, 22G, 280 <17,027,520 I 
267' 235, 090 00,880, 900 

467' 962, 490 99, 838, 770 
-

100, 335, 800 33, 788, 320 
60,541, 716 21, 303,475 

7, 724, 750 3, 145, f>40 
7, 884, 970 8, 744, 4(i0 
6, 611, 200 2,430,300 

215, 060, 135 22, 50<1, 640 
34, 757, 200 3, 756, 895 
17, 651, 500 2,826, 620 
17, 895, 160 6,338,fi20 

287, 225, 731 45, 230, ,19,1 

30, 114, 050 4, 992, 500 
18, !l31, 750 2, 688, 640 
3,1, 630, 310 5, 898, 770 
9, 793, 48·1 1, 708, 930 
5,193,843 1,034, 700 

12, 539, 680 3, 232, 270 
7, Hi9,870 1, 059, 760 

10, 514, 263 2, 294, 080 
16,045, 250 3, 375, 650 
31, 236, 041 5,637,07'1 

111, 057, 190 13,308, lW 

3, 172,400 204, 380 
(2) 100 

---·--

Implements 
>ind 

m11chtncr~·. 

- . -·--------· 

$'235, 508, 15'1 
-- ·-· _" ___ 

33, 915, 961 
---·----

2, 163, 980 
1,239,lfl(i 

1, u2'1, 200 
1, 360, 160 

30\l,370 
956, 840 

81 3.rn, 720 
2, 087, ()\)0 

l 51 7B3, •J4fi 

9, 31l9, 910 
·--- ---·----

·llli, 730 
1, M7, 810 

810 
2, 85·1, 970 
2,462, •120 

995, OiO 
230, 770 
li12, 140 
2,rn, mo 

lfi.1, 811, 010 I 

Ui, 2uu, o:m i 
rn, na, 020 I 
17,·117,870 I 
10, 9H,110 

10, 906, HO I 
3, 673, 820 

36, lM,2~10 
16, 67•1, 9UO 

H37, 070 
2, 789, 6ll0 

12, 109,170 
14, 491, 930 

23, 0'18, 183 

5,490,0GO 
'1, 921, 0·13 

682, 300 
917, 580 
707, 790 

5, 681, 595 

1, 982, 105 
1, 18<1, 340 

1, 770, 770 

1'1, 332, 650 

2, 013, 670 
1,050, 165 
1, ?71, 075 

657, 860 
327, 870 
907, 760 
394, 160 

1, 122, 800 
1, 068, 130 
1, 863, 240 
3,195,420 

B0,430 
10 

Live stock. 

-----
$1, 578 ,018,890 

79, 267' 072 
'' 

4 
2 
a 
2 

2 
21 

·l 

'696, 088 
I 652., 77•1 
'Bf>8, 73() 
, 73G,fi23 
793, 78() 

• 377, 400 
, 39G, 638 

'51!7, 839 
36 

rio 
----·· 

.rn7,300 I 
~llll,42·1 

877,167 
4 , mo, as.1 

Ill 
3,375 

,71'1,•tH 
,U08, 7'14 16 

'I I iJ52,Q56 

2 

7f>O, U93 
,7·13,·172 
,\lll\J,780 ,, 

X\.l5 , 61i7, OOG 

'010, 18'1 
'101, 040 
'8<17, 70•1 

- "--~-

ll:l 
ll·l 

07 
3 
.j.J 

3,1'1li, 118 
,58f1,5B8 
'420, 205 

8, 718,665 
u 

1\) 

11 
1 

2, 318, 636 • 
1, 010,32•1 

m l, 108,52•1 
g 1, 027,857 

13 1, 732, 206 

28 7,8'10, 920 
·---·~ 

3· 1,533,192 
~. :.U>8, 6511 
3, 100,025 
4, 169,280 
3,'15'1,473 
8,f>•121Q77 
3, 955,080 
7, 979,584 
8,8'18,455 

2~ 

1'l 
3 
2 

26 3,511, 26<1 

4 

3 
3 
2 

1 
1 

1 
1 

5, 088, 254 
7,0H,0<18 
7, 08·1, 3G7 
9, 128,300 
3, lof.1,857 
5, 893, !l57 
0, 688, 257 
0, 085, 088 
8, 230, 489 
0, 801,588 
9, 72·1, 559 

2 

2 

1, 121, 964 
4.0 

-...-.-----
t Data for .Afa~ka and Hawiiil mcluded In totals for United State•. hnt not in those for the five geographic divisions, •No titles to land. 



DOMESTIC ANIMALS. cxjix 

PROPERTY, VALUE OF PRODUCTS AND EXPENDITURES FOR J.,ABOR AND FERTILIZERS, WITH PEIWENTAGES 
STATES AND TEHIUTORIFS. 

·-- - --- - --
AVERAGE VAW!IB PER PARM, 

VAI.UE OF PRODUCTS, 1899. EXPENDITURES, 1899. -··-·~-·••·•~----··--~~-o .. ----

Funn property, June 1, 1900. l'roclucts, 1809. 

Lund Im pie-Per cent and Im-
not fed, prove- men ts Not 

Fed to live Not led to Fertlliz- Build- und Live fed to Totul. stock. live stock. to vnlne L1tbor. Tot11l. mcntR lngs. stock. Totul. live of prop· er~. \except lllli· 

erty. Jllil!l- cllln· stoelr. 
lngs). cry. 

---------- ---·-- ---- --- --~--- ---·- ---- ------
81, 654, 135, 912 $•121, 290, 090 $1, 232, 8•15, 822 16.4 $101, M4, 790 $7, G87, 0·17 lH,797 $2, 871 $700 $151 $1,000 $1,0f\7 $-788 
=c:::=:=- ------- ----- ---- ----· ~-~.;:-_, ___ -- --- - _______ ., -- ---~ ---·--· ·-·-- --· 

134, 480, •101 ao.~ao, 900 94, 040, 501 15,4 11, 167, 262 2,'139, 303 3,593 1,680 1,252 108 •IG3 780 5f13 
------ ----- --- --- --- --- .,--··-- -----

9, Q.13, 666 2,022,420 6,421, 246 22. 2 520, 780 136, 010 1, 026 710 760 l·H 312 001 427 
4, 925,605 1, 409, 585 3,516,110 18. 4 4•13,•15>1 81, ,123 2,497° 908 1,019 162 3-18 0<15 •100 
6, 718,691 2,305, 120 4, 413, 571 19.6 676,870 81,015 S,072 1,221 1, 103 221 527 917 602 
5,577,830 1, 12:1,000 4,454, 830 16. 7 707,880 113, 890 8, 247 1,216 1,500 167 334 681 644 
1, OlG, 454 268,080 1,847,77>1 18. 7 153, 5·10 37, 830 8,289 1,851 1,400 169 303 739 616 
•l,691,030 l, 258, 5MO 3,'132,.150 10.3 537,390 l:IB,830 2, 989 1, 297 1,219 186 337 066 •187 

30, 508, 660 9,512,500 21,086,070 14. 5 S,250, 5fl0 380, 180 3,813 1,607 1,381 219 fiOO 801 552 
8, 005, 230 2, 110, auo 5, 918, S•JO !Ii, S 1,069,800 812, 040 •J, 055 1, 689 1, 665 21U 482 840 021 

63, 213,Hf> lfl 1 Hi3 1 fl3f> 4-1,049, 610 14. 4 3,807, 008 1, 197, 285 •l,010 2,069 1,26'1 207 •J76 8S2 580 

69, uC6, 623 13, 858, 390 55, 7•J8, 233 JS. 4 •l, ·128, 200 l,577,•J20 2,HJ 1,856 •l•H li9 375 515 418 ---- --- --------~ ----·" --- ~---·· ---- -----
1, 673,230 412, !lOO l,260, 380 18. 7 119,320 84, 2•10 2, 28•1 1, 102 65'1 141 297 li66 426 
7, 003, 010 1, 8•10, 120 5, 222, 890 15. 9 088, 400 340, 770 2, 765 1,432 850 13ll 353 504 •139 

8,080 970 7, 110 A.Ii 1,080 170 26,51'! 2•!,333 l,•JBS 13fi fJ03 1, S·J7 1, 18Ji 
23, 363, mo •l, 645, 970 18, 717, 220 17. 0 1,819, 010 fi69, 820 2,588 1, 607 500 00 •JOG 508 -if>fi 
21, 350,274 4, 801, 200 16, 995, 014 10. 7 987,310 179,860 2, 806 1,8•10 •132 ()8 •lGO 580 ·169 
7, 790;348 1, S-18, 190 0, 450, 158 23.4 352,010 171, 100 1, 170 681 258 42 • 189 380 273 
1, 676, 490 151, 300 1, 525, 190 32.0 122,070 74, 320 l,•ll2 812 300 68 223 497 452 
4, 'lfl0,010 790, 410 3,459, 000 26.2 2'l6, 7\)0 lH,200 1, 283 680 200 fi7 250 397 323 
2, 410, 991 3l'l, 270 2, 104, 721 23.3 111, 080 iJS,320 1, 750 681 250 48 771 •109 409 

1, 130, 225, 485 314, 674, 860 815, 5.'i(), 02/i 16. 0 55, 720, 905 2, 901, 80•] 5,555 S,559 850 100 977 1, 288 8\lO ---- _______ ,_ 

--- -- --- -------- --- ----
110, 009, 110 27, 822, 230 82, 8·16, 880 17. 2 5,011, 7.'iO 1, 105, 860 4, 240 2, 778 772 135 555 975 730 
105, 29•1, 856 27, 908, 490 77, 380, 366 10.2 4, 38'1,580 697, 150 ·1,422 2,969 782 127 594 976 717 
1'12,237, 611 42, ~mH, 300 99, 979, 311 13.4 7, 908, 280 238, 510 0, 548 4, 598 930 158 861 l, 251 879 
56, 439,190 16, 035, 9!!0 40,408, 200 16.0 3,811,660 149, 120 3,650 2, 141 870 159 480 818 586 
68, 183, 925 20, 200, 090 47, 923, 835 15.0 4, 285, 010 103, 700 5, 308 s,.150 1,010 18'1 7/H 1, 152 810 
21, 273,874 5,Ml, 760 15, 732, 114 15.8 1, 691, 525 27, 034 5, llfi 3, 286 901 188 7•10 1,092 80~ 

2·17, 776, 078 74, 455, 510 J73, 320, 568 15.1 10, 782, 900 193,880 8, 618 51005 1,1H5 271 1,487 l,85"1 1, 297 
137, 878, &JO 40,882,640 96, 996, soo 15. 7 5, 747, soo 171, 830 4,085 2,635 599 110 7'Jl 907 0·10 

4, 681, 680 857, 000 8,824, 020 19.8 479, 660 1, 470 6,332 1,8•17 •177 209 s, 790 1,532 1,251 
19, 521, 359 4, 187, 800 15, 33•1, 059 17. 4 1,35'1, 150 3, 110 6, 880 3,4lol 608 217 2,581 1,522 1, 195 
90, 740,276 23, 185, 630 67,563,6•!0 18.>I 4,841, 100 78, 060 6,817 4,030 878 225 1,080 1,68<1 1,251 

126, 019, 680 81, 779, 860 94, 240, 320 19. 9 5, 922, 990 181,180 5, 981 3, 369 768 188 1, 061 1,589 1, 188 

189, 830, 862 82, 411, 816 150, 919, 046 17.9 9, 905, 091 709, 600 8,285 1, 723 867 85 1,060 007 578 
~ -------- --- ------- --·--··-·· -----

43,840, 195 9,085, 270 84, 754, 925 20.0 2, 202, 220 293, 200 2,217 1,277 430 70 •HO 558 4•12 
82, 789, 140 7, 069, 320 25, 719, 820 23. 4 1,889, 360 227,570 1,079 02•1 825 75 355 500 892 

4, 102, 951 753, 020 s, 409, 931 28,B 191, 500 83,•120 1, 14~ 608 245 53 2•12 325 266 
4,504,830 931, 070 8, 663, 7UO 22.6 270,290 50,610 1, 779 810 411 101 •157 504 402 
8, 127,500 505, 790 2, 621, 710 19,8 182, 440 ~0, 100 1,868 929 341 108 4&5 430 868 

68,655,070 6, 180, 2•JO 52,474, 830 18.4 8, 949, 515 18, 196 9, 192 5, 046 528 138 3,1J8!i 1,876 l,231 
17,279, 166 8, 022, 116 14, 257,050 19.2 759, 656 ........... 4, 975 2,338 252 110 2, 280 1,160 957 
11, 722, 140 1, 796, 410 9, 925, 730 20.0 572, 190 ··········· 4,864 1, 780 277 116 2, 741 1,148 ,972 
13, 159,870 3,068, 080 10, 091, 290 29.0 387, 920 16,filO l,13•J 582 200 58 288 428 328 

130, 045, 447 20, 505, 624 109, 539, 828 17. 9 20, 117, 052 58,814 8,750 4,118 049 205 3, 778 1,865 1,571 
·---·--- --- ------- --- ------- --~··-o• .. • --- ---

20, 566, 735 8, 200, 900 17, 275,835 20.9 8, 886, 330· ............ JS, 675 4, 979 82li 333 7, 538 3,•101 2,857 
10, 362, 285 1,580, 890 8, 781,345 14. 7 2, 412, 800 10, 600 15, 752 4,994 709 277 9, 772 2, 783 2,316 
17, 082, 706 3, 212, 060 18, 870, 646 17,5 1, 975,865 2,275 9,061 3, 953 673 20~ 4, 233 I, 950 1,583 

7, 702, 815 589, 820 7,172,495 17.4 1,567, 8'10 ........... lQ, 085 2,898 418 137 7, 132 1, 001 1, 706 
4, 441, 141 435, ll'lO 4,006,121 20.8 785, 140 ........... 8, 409 2,217 '142 140 n,010 1,805 1,710 
7, 762, 671 1, 288,830 6,628,841 20.0 1,079, 750 2,859 5,979 2,298 592 177 2, 912 l,422 l,196 
4, 373, 973 972, 220 3, 401, 753 17. 6 8'15,440 ........... 19, 992 7,422 1,097 408 11, 065 4,528 8,522 
9, 369, 541 l, 602,688 7, 766,858 25.9 1, 222, 455 4, 590 5,950 2,084 455 223 8, 188 • 1,857 1,589 
7,407,SSO l, 843,820 6, 064, 500 21,1 727, 190 2,370 a, ns 2, 108 ·148 140 1,082 978 797 

14, 907, 210 2,BS5, 801 12, 271,409 20.6 l, 730, 962 8, 810 5,886 S,057 552 182 2,045 1,459 1,201 
26, 000, 040 3, 609,080 22, 899, 960 14.2 3, 938, 280 n2, 780 10,201 7,203 863 207 1, 928 1,687 1,453 

447,450 ············· 447,450 9,9 206, 280 100 i2, 875 16,022 • ,082 lM 5, 667 2,260 2,260 
144 ············· 144 96.0 .............. . ........... 150 (8) 100 10 40 144 1'14 

a Less than 81. 

' 

Average 
vulue 

per ILCl'O 
of prod-
uet• or 

1899 not 
fed. 

---
1F3.•17 

= 
6.2!l 

---
4.18 
•l.88 
4,47 

8.62 
9.M 
6.77 
0.05 
9.01 
0.87 

8.14 ---
5.15 
fi.45 

4•J,<J4 
3.39 
3.38 
2.34 
8.23 
1. 05 
3.10 

5. 70 
---

7.58 
7.27 
7.31 
6.39 
6.05 
5,56 
S.20 
4.31 
2. 78 
2.63 

3.9•1 
3.91 

1.26 
---

4, 10 

3. 91 
1. 97 
2. BG 
2. 4.1 
0.58 
1. 86 
2.55 
2.117 

2. 02 
---

1. 81 
l. 20 
2. 27 
1. 65 
2.49 
2.04 

l. 63 
7.38 
2.46 
2.64 

1. 79 

O.Sl 
144.00 

-
--·-~ 

A\'l•:HAGl-1 
EX1'1'NDI· 

TURlrn l'&R 
l'Al\M, 18!)9, 

l•'er-
Lnbor. tlli-

zer~. 

--- --
$U5 116 

-- ·--··--
65 14 

·-- --- --
35 9 

58 11 

9:.! 11 
86 11 

70 17 
76 lS 

85 10 

112 SS 
50 16 

88 12 
---- ___ ,.~. 

40 28 
58 29 

l80 28 

44 ].j 

27 fl 

lli 7 
80 22 

21 11 

22 8 

01 3 
-···-- --

•14 10 
•11 0 
70 2 

fi5 2 

72 2 

87 1 
81 l 
38 1 

167 (8) 

106 (8) 

81 1 
75 2 

86 3 
-----

2.8 •I 
21 8 
15 7 
80 6 
26 s 
93 {") 
51 ...... 
fiO ....... 
13 l 

288 1 
----

634 ....... 
630 3 

226 (") 
384 ······ 
335 ...... 
198 1 
875 ....... 
242 1 

96 (8) 

169 (8) 

255 2 

1,042 1 
...... ....... 

1 

2 

s 
4 
5 
6 

7 
8 
9 

10 
11 

12 

13 
14 
15 
1G 
17 

18 
19 

20 
21 

22 

23 

24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 

33 
34 

85 

3 6 

87 

88 
89 

40 
41 
42 

43 
44 

45 

46 
47 
48 
4 
5 
Ii 
5 

9 

0 

1 
2 

68 
5 
5 
5 

4 
(j 

5 



cl srrA'l'ISrl'IOS OF AGRICULTURE. 

There were in the United States, .Tune 1, moo, 
1,564, 714 farms that were classed as live-stock farms. 
They constituted 27.3 per cent of all farms, and were 
more numerous tbnn the farmH of any other group 
classifiecl by source of income. 

These live-stock farms bad fixed investments in land, 
buildings, live stock, and implements tmd machinery, of 
$7)505,284,273, or 3G.6 per cent of all investments in 
farm pToperty in the United States. They contained 
355,00~J,476 acres, or 42.2 per cent of all land in farms, 
which land, exclusive of buildings, was worth $4,493,-
003,5.48, or 34.3 per cent of the value of all farm land. 
The value of the lnntl was a little below that for hay !Lnd 
grain farms, hut the buildings on these farms wer~ 
worth 20. 5 per cent less than those on, the former. The 
value of the animals upon live-stock farms was a little 
more than that on all other farms. The states with 

the largest number of live-stock farms were: Missouri, 
151,451; lowa, 133,625; Illinois, 113,674; Ohio, 113,520; 
and Indiana, 107,887. 

Texas had. only 42,624 live-stock fo.rms, while the 
number of cotton farms was 228,60{). This fact· par
tially explafns the decrea:;e in the mu:uber of neat cattle, 
as well as of sheep, chronicled by the census reports 
for thh; state. Land in certain sections and counties 
of Tex11s co1·reHponding in geneml characteristics to 
that o:I' the range area of the V\r estern stn.tes, is still 
devoted almo::it exclusively to the live-stock industry, 
hut it is otherwise in the sections devoted to general 
farming. Much live stock is still kept, as shown by 
the large total for the state, but the industry on the 
great majority of the farms is inciclental to general 
n.gricul ture. 

NEAT1 CATTLE. 

INTRODUCTION INTO THE UNITED STATES. 

The first neat cattle introduced into America were 
brought to the West India Islands by Columbus in 1493. 
From these islands, they were taken by the Spaniards 
into Mexico about 1525. In the tp.ild climate of that 
country, with its rich and abundant pastnrage, they 
multiplied rapidly, spread into the territory now in
cluded in the states and territories of Citliforniri, New 
Mexico, Arizona, and Texas, and became the progeni
tors of what are now known as "Texas cattle." The 
Spaniards also introduced cattle into Florida, and estab
lished herds from which, with slight modilicntions, are 
descended most of the cheap cattle now foun<l in that 
and adjoining states. The same stock wns introduced 
into Virginia from the West Indies in 1610 nnd 1611.. 

Following the introduction of Spanfah cattle came 
those from noTthern Europe, from which are descended 
the greater portion of the cattle in this country. Of 
this second and most important stock, the first impor
tations were made from England into Massachusetts in 
1624; from Holland into New York in 162'7; and from 
Denmark into New Hampshire in 1631. The English 
settled Maryland in 1633, North and South Carolimi in 
1660 and 1670, and Pennsylvania in 1682, and, either 
at the time of settle~1ent or shortly thereafter, they 
brought the cattle that were common about the ports 
of the mother country from which they sailed. 

The early English settlers so :far outnumbered those 
of other nationalities, and their importations of cattle 
were so much more numerous, that the identity of the 
cattle imported by the settlers from northern Europe 
was soon lost, and only the breeds introduced by the 
Spanish in the South and by the English in the North 
can be traced. 

During the earlier history of the colonies, the follow
ing breeds of English cattle were introduced: Devons, 

Hereforch;, 8borthoms, Polled, Galloways, and n. :few 
Aklerneys. As most of the settlers were poor, little 
attention was paid to the purity of the various breeds. 

IMPROVEMEN'.l' 01!' STOCK BY IMPORTATIONS 01!' PURI~

BLOODED t1A'I'TLE. 

Early in the nineteenth century, the Hu bject of breed
ing fine cattle in the United States began to attract 
attention, bnt they were bred more for show than for 
practical purpo:;es. In 1816 some Shorthorns were 
imported and taken into Kentucky, and Inter into other 
parts of the United States. The raising of this breed, 
of which the Durham is the best type, has continued 
since the first importation, and there are more pure
blooded and grade Shorthorns to be found in this 
country to-day than of all other breeds. 

A few Herefords were also introduced into Kentucky 
in 1816, but this breed was soon abandoned for the 
Shorthorn. The first Hereford stock in New York 
was imported in 1840. It has shown good "hustting" 
qualities, is able to travel well, and is almost an ideal 
animal for beef purposes. As a result, the Herefords 
have become very popular in the range states where 
cattle must often travel miles for water. 

The Aberdeen, or Polled Angus cattle, were intro
duced about 1870 and socin rivaled the Herefords for 
beef purposes. They are more sluggish than the ln.tter, 
resembling the Shorthorns in this respect, and seem to 
be best adapted to the climate and general conditions 
prevailing in the North Uentral states. The greatest 
rivalry exists between the breeders of Herefords and 
Polled Angus cattle, and a continued improvement in 
both breeds is certain to result. Although there is a 
wide difference of opinion with respect to the character 
of country best suited to.these cattle, both will doubt
less continue popular for beef purposes. 



Some attention has been given to breeding cows for 
dairy purposes only, and, with this object in view, 
importations have been made of the Jerseys and Alder
neys. There are now many fine herds of both breeds. 
As the great majority of American fn,rmers keep cattle 
for beef as well as for milk, they prefer the Herefords 
and Polled Angus, which ate valuable for both purposes. 

The Shorthorns, Herefords, and Polled Angus com
prise practically all of the pure-blooded cattle in the 
United States used for breeding and for grading up . 
native cattle for beef purposes. The Shorthorn is prob
ably the best all-purpose animal of the three, but the 
breeders of Herefords itnd Polled Angus have been 
giving their favorites more attention than have those 
of the Shorthorns, and, ttlthough the latter are ttt 
the present time the most nmneromi, it is prolmble 
thtit before the close of another decade this numerical 
superiority will not be so marked. 

The Twelfth Census endeavored to secure sfattistics of 
the number of pure-blooded cattle and the number of 
those of speeial breeds. The 11ttempt, so far us it de
pended upon the reports of the enumemtor:,;, was not 
successful; hut, by correspondence with the Secretary 
of the American Aberdeen-Angus Association, it was 
micertained that the number of cattle of that breed in 
the United States in 1890 was 8,749, with a value of 
$1,312,350. The nmnbcr in moo had increased to about 
25,000, and the value to about $5,100,000, an approxi
mate gain in ten ymirs of 185. 7 per cent in number, and 
of ~88.6 per cent in value. 

The increase in pure-blooded Herefords has been 
remarkable, especially when compared with the actual 
decrease in the tofal number of neat Cltttle in the coun
try. This gain was numerically equal to and relatively 
greater than that of the more numerous Shorthoms. 

Judging from the correspondence with the secrcti1ries 
of various pure blooded stoek associations, the North 
Central statc1:1 had more nerds of pure-blooded cattle 
than any other, and probably more than all others. 
The mnge states of the West, however, are using pure
blooded bulls more extensively than any other group of 
states in breeding up their native stock. The figures 
of the census give most marked evidence of this fact. 
The average value of bulls was greater in the Western 
states than in any other division, being $42.12, while 
the average for the entire conntry was $34.49, and that 
for the South Atlantic states, only $15.26. Of the 
Western states, Wyoming reported an average value of 
bulls of $~9.12, the highest for the country. The 
average for Colorado w'aS $55.26, and for Montana, 
$53. 97. The attention which is being given to stock 
improvement in these states is strongly emphasized by 
contrasting the foregoing figures with the low averages 
of $10.29 for Florida, and $9.25 for Georgia, where, 
except in a few counties, no attention jg paid to this 
subject, and where the quality of animals is deteriorat
ing instead of improving. 

* 
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The North Contml division, where most of the pure
bloocled herds are found, naturally shows a high aver
age value of bulls, $40. 53, ranking next to the West
ern division. Nebraska, Kansas, Iowa, and North 
Dakota reported the highest average values, and in these 
as well 11s in the neighboring st11tes of the Western divi
sion the ptue-bred bulls aie being extensively used in 
breeding up the cattle raised for beef. 

As heretofore intimated, no definite statistics con
ceming the'numher of puro-bloocled cattle in the United 
States tire twaihtble, hut by eombining the estimittes of 
socrotaries of the various pure-blooded ctittle associa
tions, it ltppears prolmblo that the number of such cat
tle .June 1, moo, was approximately 700,000, or about 
1 per cont of' all cattle in this country. If these ani
nrnls had an avemgc value such as was given by the 
Socretiiry of the Polled Angus Associntion, the blooded 
citttle of the United States lutve ti total value of nmirly 
$1UO,OOO,OOO, or nbout 10 per cent of the reported vnJue 
of all mmt Cltttle. This mitimatt~ doubtless exceeds the 
twtual value, but it sumces to cmphnl::lize the importn.nce 
of pure-blooded mtttle on :farms imd mnges in this 
country. 

From 18!!0 to moo, the total number of nettt m1ttle, 
excluding ('ttlvc1:1, dccnimmd 5~15U,555, or 8.9 per cent, 
hut tho v111trn of these 1111inrn]s in lHOO, as reported by 
tho census, was $42ll,B46, 789 greater than the estimate 
of the value~ o:f the same efoss o"f tmimttls mA.de in :LSDO by 
the Department of Agriculture. The8e :facts show a 
gain in 1wernge value of 46. 7 per cen~. Since the in
creat>e during the last fow yottrs in the value of animals 
has been duo to lt variety of' causes, it is impossiblo to 
estimate accurately what proportion of this gain in value 
is attributable to the improvement in quality through 
tho growth of Jierds of pure bloods, and to their crossing 
with the original native stock. That a considerable 
part of the incrense shown in the foregoing com1)arison 
is due to the introduction of pllre-blooded cattle may: 
however, be inferred from the fact tlrnt the greatest 
increase in average price has been in states pn.ying most 
attention to stock improvemont, and the least in those 
where practically no consiclemtion has been given to 
the subject. 

OLASSIFIOA'l'ION OF NEAT CATTLE. 

The first classification of neat cattle used in the sfatis
tics of domestic ttnimals in the United States was adopted 
by the census of 1850. The instructions to the enumera
tors at that time directed them to report all neat cattle 
on farms, exclusive of calves, under three heads: "work
ing oxen," "milch cows," and "other cattle.'' This 
classification was 11dmirably adapted to :furnish all in
formation relnting to neat cattle that was of any par
ticular value at that time, but the changed conditions 
incident to the marketing of 11nimals and the develop· 
ment of the dairy interests caused a demand for a more 
defailed chissification, one that would classify the "she-
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stock,'' as all cows and heifers are ordinarily designated, 
according to age and to present use :for dairy or breed
ing purposes, and group '~other cattle" according to 
age and prospective relation to the beef market. The 
classification of the Twelfth Census, in order to meet 
these requirements, separates neat cattle into eight 
groups, as shown in the accompanyfog tables. 

NUMBER OF NEAT OATTLE 1N 1900, 

The total number of neat cattle in the United States 
reported .Tune 1, 1900, was 69,438, 758, of which 
67,822,33'6, or 97. 7 per cent, were on farms and ranges, 
and 1,616,422, or 2.3 per cent, in barns and inclosures 
elsewhere. 

The following table presents a brief summary of the 
number and total and average values of all neat cattle 
reported on farms and ranges, June 1, 1900: 

TABLE CXXXVI.-NUMBER AND VALUE 01<' SPECIFIED 
CLASSES OF NEAT CATTLE ON FARMS AND RANGES 
IN THE UNITED STATES, JUNE 1, lllOO, WI'l'H A VER
.AGES. 

CI,ASSF.S, Number. 

Total .............................. 67,822,336 
-· 

Calves under 1 ~car ..................... 15, 383,099 
Steers l nnd um er 2 years .............. 6, 968,188 
Steers 2 and under 3 years .............. 5,208,825 
Steers S years ancl over ................. S,080,029 
Bulls 1 year and ovor ................... 1,815, 963 
Heifers 1 and under 2 yc11rs •........•••. 7, 183,916 
COWR kept for milk, 2 ycr1ra and over ••. 17,139,674 
Cows rtnd heifers not kept for milk, 2 

years and over ........................ 11,692,142 

Value. 

$1, 476, 499, 714 

187, 375, 655 
180, 492, 503 
151, 508, 747 
109, 598, 58•1 
45, SOI, 948 

121, 620, 697 
508, 745, 131 

271, 760, 449 

Average 
valuo, 

---
321. 7 7 

6 
8 
2 

8. 0 
18. 7 
29.1 
85.51 
3'!.49 
16. 93 
29. 6 8 

23.44 

Table cxxxvii, which follows, presents the number 
and the estimated total value of each of these classes of 
cattle. not on farms and ranges, and the total value of 
all neat cattle in the United States. 

'.CABLE OXXXVII.-NUMBER AND ESTIMATED VALUE OF 
NEAT CATTLE NO'r ON FARMS OR RANGES, AND V .A.LUE 
OF ALL NEAT CAT1'LE IN THE UNITED STATES, JUNE 
1, 1900. 

NOTONFARMSORRANClF.S, 

CLASSlll!. ----· V11lue of all 
Estimated neat cattle.1 

Number. value. 

Total .............................. 1,616,422 $41, 102, 637 31, 517, 602, 851 
--------

Calves under 1 year ..................... 262,146 2, 348, 828 139, 724, 483 
Steers 1 and under 2 years ............... 55,&JB 1, 0(0, 320 181, 632, 823 
Steers 2 nnd under 3 years ............... 51,005 1,486, 266 152, 994, O!S 
Steers 3 years and over .................. 105,802 8, 767,029 118, 355, 618 
Bulls 1 year and over ................... 13,609 469, 874 45,861,322 
Heifers l and under 2 years ............. 79,517 1,846, 22.q 122, 972, 920 
Cows kept for milk, 2 y1Jr1rs and over •.. 973,033 28, 879, 619 587' 624, 750 
Cows and heifers not kept for milk, 2 

years and over ........................ 75,767 1;775, 978 273, 536, 427 

1 Including estimRtcd value of neat cattle not on farms or ranges nnd re· 
ported value of other neat cattle. 

Assuming that these cattle had the same average value 
as those on farms and ranges, their total value on June 
1, 1900, would have been $41,102,637. The enumerators 
~eturned no estimates of values for live stock not on 

:farms, and that above given is doubtless below the 
aggregate actual value, as neat cattle not on farms have 
a somewhat greater average value than those on farmf 
and ranges. 

STEERS. 

Nwnber.-Of the 53,843,513 neat cattle 1 year old and 
over in the United States, J uhe 1, 1900, 15,469,892, or 
28. 7 per cent, were steers. Of this number, a few onl}' 
were working oxen, as the great majority were kept 

. exclusively for beef. Of the 52,48!:!,237 neat cattle1 

exclusive of calves, on farms and ranges, 15,257,542, ot 
:W.1 per cent, were steers. 

Table oxxxvm shows the distribution of steers by 
geographic divisions, and present<> also the ratio which 
those of each specified age have to the total number. 

TABLE CXXXVIII.-NUMBER OF STEERS OF SPECI:fiED 
AGES ON FARMS AND RANGES, JUN!<: I, 1900, WITH 
PERCENTAGES, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

PER CI•:NT. 

1 nnd 2 rtnd 3 11nd 
----------.. -··~- ._ .. 

ClEOCl RAPIIIC Total. D!VlSIONS, under 2. under3. over, l 1tnd 2 and 3 and 
Ull· un-

dcr 2. der 3. over. 

------ -- -··-----
The United States. 15, 2f>7, 542 6, 968, 188 5, 203, 325 3, 086, 029 •Jfi.7 84.1 20.2 

---·--------· ·------ ------
North Atlantic •• ,. 3()7, 809 188,429 120, 077 59, 303 51. 2 32. 7 16.1 
South Atl1mtic .... 928,807 374,51'1 290, 720 263,573 •I0.8 31. s 28. •1 
North Central. .... 7,G85, 734 r· 703,G83 

2, 830, 373 1, 151, 77& 48,2 36.8 15. 0 
South Central. .... 4,268,866 1, 779, 914 1, 294, 279 1, 19•1, 67B 41. 7 80.8 28.0 
Western ........... 1, 968, 170 906,673 657, 557 403, 9•10 •!G. l 33.4 20.n 
Alaska1md Haw1ill 38, 156 15,075 10, 819 112, 762 39.5 27.1 33.4 

1 Including 80 Chinese buffaloes and •17 working bullocks in Ifawuii. 

Steers 1 and less than 2 years old, constituted 45. 7 
per cent of all steers on forms and mnges in the United 
States. The number of steers 2 and under 3 years old 
was 1, 764,863 less than that of steers 1 and under 2 
yea.rs old, showing that substantially that number had 
been sold in the winter and spring of 1900 shortly 
before they were 2 years old. The number of steers 2 
and under 3 years old exceeded that of the class 3 years 
old and over by 2,117,296, which represents practically 
the number of steers over 2 and under 3 years old that 
were sold during the year preceding June 1, 1900. 
Some o:f these were sold in the summer of 1899 as 2-
year-olds, and the remainder were sold as 3-year-olds 
in the winter and spring of 1900. These figures indi
cate that more than 40. 0 per cent of the steers marketed 
or slaughtered were what are commonly spoken of as 
2-year-olds, their ages varying from 18. months to 2t 
years. The largest relative number of young animals 
were marketed from the North Altantic and North Cen
tral divisions. This fact is reflected by the large per 
cent of steers lesR than 2 years old in these sections of 
the country and the small per cent of those over 3 years 
old. In the South Atlantic and South Central states a 
larger number was kept to a greater age. The Western 
division held in this respect an intermediate position. 

Large numbers of steers 1 and under 2 years old 
were sold from Texas and other South Central states, 
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to he shipped to other sections for fattening. This ac
counts for the low per cent of that class of cattle in 
those states, and also explains the higher per cent in 
the North Central and Western divisions, to which 
young steers from Texas are shipped. 

REOirnT CHANGES IN THE AGE l!'OR MARICETINO FATTENED 
S'rEERS. 

An analysis of the statistics of the census of 
181.JO ttnd of moo demonstrates tlmt there has been a 
marked dcicreits(\ in the last ten years in the avemge 
age at which fattened steers are sold. This is shown 
hy rt clecreas<l in the number of 2- and 3-year-old 
Steers in 1000, !tS compared With the number of other 
mtttle, the high prices of the spripg of 1900 doubtless 
contributing largely to this change. For a portion of 
the country the extent of this change can be determined 
with but a small margin of error. The census of 
1890, in the sfath>tics of range cattle, reported 3,529, 760 
cattle other than cows and calves. These animals were 
clasHificd by age, the average being 2.18 years. The 
avemgc age of range animals reported in the Western 
and South Central sttitcs, J nno 1, moo, was 1. G3 years. 
In those states, therefore, tho :wern,ge age decre:1sed in 
the decade, 0.55 of a yc::tl\ or more than 6 months. It 
is prolmb1o thn,t there wns a corresponding· decrease in 
tho other states. Tho lWerttgc age at which beef cattle 
are nmrketcd is always about 6 months greater than 
the average ago of all neat cattle on hand June 1, but 
the decrease for any period 0:£ time in the average age 
of iwimals eorresponcls closely with the decrease in the 
avemgc age of those marketed. Further, the number of 
bee:£ ctittle marketed in any year bears a nearly con
stant mtio to the 11 umber of cows and calves remaining 
on hand. Upon these facts rests the conclusion that 
there has been, in the last ten yea1·s, a marked decrease 
in tho :tge at which fattened steers arc marketed. 

This decrease is at least partially owing to the 
• improvements in the breeding and care of cattle, by 

which 2-year-old steers are often produced of a weight 
equal to that oi' the older CEtttle marketed in preceding 

years, thus increasing rather than decrea~ing the meat 
supply of the nation. The general prosperity since 
1898 has been accompanied by an increased demand for 
meat, and the decrease in age is doubtless partially due 
to this fact. Sales of beef cattle in 18!18, 1899, and 
1900 secured to the public a greater supply of meat 
than had been utilized in the preceding average years, 
but could not result otherwise than in a corresponding 
reduction in the number of beef cattle on farms. The 
large sales, after a time, caused the farmers and ranch
men to give greater attention to the propagation of 
cnttle. The spaying of cows on the range and else
where decreased, and the production of beef animals 
was thereby increased; but it is quite evident that 
prior to ,Tune 1, 1900, the increase in sales necessary 
to meet the demands for beef more than balanced the 
increased production of beef animals. This caused the 
production of beef to fall behind the consumption and 
resulted in the advance of prices which began in 1899 
and has become so very apparent in rno2. 

A shnilar movement took place in the prosperous· 
years 1880 to 1885, following the financial depression 
of 1874 to 1878. The high prices at that time stimu
lated production and lessened consumption until an 
equilibrium wus reached on the busis of supply and 
demand. 'l'hen the lower 1wer[1ge prices again prevailed. 
Similar conditions will doubtless follow the present 
shortage in meat supply, with its consequent high prices. 

The following table gives the average price per hun
dredweight of beef cattle in Chicago from 1880 to 1900, 
and shows the movement of priceR with varying supply 
and demand. Attention is specially called to the high 
prices of May and June, 1882. The designations by 
which the better grades of beef cattle were given have 
changed from year to year, as shown in the footnotes to 
the table, but the character of tpe animals included in the 
higher price is the same in 1111 years. The grades· indi
cated by the lower price, however, from 1886 to 1889, 
appear to have been inferior to those so indicated before 
and afte1· those dates. 

TAnLm CXXXIX.-HIGH AND LOW MONTHLY PRICES .PER HUNDREDWEIGHT OF FAIR TO CHOICE BEEVES IN 
CHICAGO: SUMMARY 1880 TO 1900. 

[From reports of Chicago Board of Trade.] 

---···===,======i'====r.=====;;:===;f=====;p====rr===:rr=== 
1880 1881 1882 1883 1884 iSso1 1886• 

l!ONTJIS, 

High. Low. High, Low. High. Low. High. Low. High. Low. High. Low. High. Low. 

---------------------- ----

~~~~;~~~·: ::: : : : : : :: : :: : :: : : : ::::::::: :::::::::: 85.20 $3.25 85. 95 $3. 75 ~.40 $4.90 $6.00 84.50 $7.00 $5.00 $6. 10 $4.26 $6,25 $1. 50 
5.00 3.15 5. 75 4.00 6.40 4. 75 6.20 4.60 7.00 5.00 6.00 4.15 6.50 1.00 
5,25 3.50 6.00 4.00 6. 75 5.00 6.80 5.00 7.00 5. 25 5.85 4.05 6.50 1.50 

Ap,.11 ........................................... 5.10 8.50 6, 10 4.40 7.50 5.50 6.90 5.50 6.85 5.20 5.95 4.10 6. 75 1.50 

~~~r~: :: : ::::: :: : : : : ::: : : ::: : : : : : : : : : : : ::::::::: 5,00 8.40 6. 20 4.40 8.50 6.00 6.50 5. 25 7.10 5.80 6.00 3.90 6,20 1. 50 
4. 90 3.40 6. 10 4. 75 8.50 6. 75 6.20 5.00 7.00 5.65 5.85 3.90 6.00 1. 75 

~1t~b:~~ ~~~~~~~ ~~ ~~ ~ ~~~~~~~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~~~~~~ 
4. 75 8.25 6. 05 4. 65 8.00 5. 75 6. 10 5.00 7.05 5.60 5.95 4.10 5.70 1.50 
4.85 S.25 6.25 4.65 7.40 5.50 6. 30 4.75 7. 10 5.50 5 .. 90 3.85 5.25 1.25 
5.35 8.40 6.50 4. 75 7.00 4. 75 6.80 4. 75 7.20 5. 75 5.90 3.90 5.25 1.20 
5.30 S,25 6. 75 5.00 6.65 4.50 6. 50 4. 75 7.25 5.40 6.00 3. 75 5.40 1. 25 

November ..................................... 5.80 8.40 6.45 4. 75 6.25 4.50 6. 50 4.80 6.80 5.25 5.80 8.50 I 5.85 LOO 
December .......................... : ........... 6.10 3.50 6.30 4. 75 6,00 4.40 6.65 4.80 6.85 5.00 5.50 3. 75 5.00 1.00 

1 Common to choice. ~Inferior to prime beeves. 
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TAm.ll OXXXIX.-HIGH AND ID"\V MONTHLY PRIOES PER HUNDREDWEIGHT OF FAIR TO OI-IOICE BEEVES IN 
CHICAGO: SUMMARY 1880 TO 1000-0ontinued. 

188'11 18881 1881)1 18U01 18911 18021 18931 

MONTHS. - -·--------·--
High. I Low. High. Low. High. Low. High. Low. High. Low. High. Low. Iligh, Low. 

-- ------------· --------

~f}X~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
111).GO $1.00 $0.80 $1.75 $5. 25 s1.2ri $5.35 $1.50 $5. 70 $1. 50 $6.10 si.2ri $6.10 $1.50 
5.60 1.00 5. 75 1. 76 4.90 1.25 5.35 l,fiO 5.75 1. 50 5.60 1.50 6.85 1. 50 
5,(jfl 1.00 Ii. 70 2.00 4. or> 1.25 1\.30 1. 75 6. 25 1. 50 fi.30 1. 75 6. 25 2.25 

April •••••••••••••....•.••..••.........••....... 5;50 1.00 r>. firi 2.00 4.85 1.25 6.30 1. 76 6.65 1. 50 5.15 1. 65 6.25 2.25 
M1iy ............................................ 5.40 l,50 5. 45 2.00 4.G5 1.50 6.45 1. 75 6.55 1. 50 5.00 1. 711 6. 21\ 2.25 
.June ........................................... f>, 10 1. 7fl G .. 10 2.00 4. 60 1.50 fi.85 2.00 6.40 1. 50 4.85 2.00 6. 25 2.50 
July ............................................ 4. 70 1.75 0 .. 10 2.00 4.50 1.50 5.00 2.00 6.50 1. 50 5.85 2.00 5. 60 2.00 
Augnst ................................... , ...•. 5.20 1.75 G,f>O 2.00 4. 75 1.50 5.30 2.00 6.40 1,50 fi.40 2.00 5.2fi 1. 50 
September ..................................... 5. 25 1. 75 6. 75 1.40 •1.80 1.rio li.3ti 2.00 6.30 1. 50 fi.GO 2.00 5.70 1. 30 
October ........................................ 5.,10 1.76 t>. B5 1.40 5.10 1.50 6.80 1.50 6. 85 1. 25 fi.GO 1. 50 fi.90 1.50 
November ..................................... fi. 70 2.10 6.25 1.40 li.20 1.fiO 5.35 1.50 n. so 1. 25 fi.8i> 1. 50 G.00 1. 50 
J)1Jccm!Jer ........ - . ........................................ 6.00 2.00 7.00 1.25 6.30 1.50 5.35 1~60 6,40 1. 25 6.50 1. 50 G. GO 1.50 

-··· ·-<> --------- •••••-•- •-••--••••o••--~-·-·--

lSIHl 1B1Jlil 

MONTIIS. -----··-----·-- -·-----
High. Low. High. Low. 

-- ----·- -----
Jamuiry ........................................ SG.00 $1.liO If;}. 95 $1.7fl 

~~~.~~~~:.::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::: :·: fl. 70 1.50 fi.65 1.71\ 
5. 25 1. fJO 0.45 2.00 

Apl'il ........................................... 4. 95 1.75 6,,15 2.00 
May ...................... , ..................... ,1. 90 2.00 6.25 2.00 
Juna ........................................... 5.10 1.liO 6.10 2.2fi 
July ............................................ 5.15 1. fJO 6.00 2.!?fi 
August ......................................... 5, GO l.flO 6.0li 1. 7fi 

~~~~'61;;~~:'.:::: :::::::::::::::::::: :: : : : : : : : : : : : 6. 'I() l.50 O.Rft 1.7fi 
6.80 1. fJO fi.fi5 1.75 

November ...................................... G.,15 1.50 fi.30 1.75 
December ...................................... O.GO 1. liO Ii. ao l.7fi 

1 Inferior to prime beeves. 

COWS AND HEIFERS. 

.Munber.-Prior to 1900 it was impossible to learn 
anything· of a definite character concerning what mity 
be called the breeding possibilities of cattle. There 
wa::i no exact in.forn:mtion concerning the number of 
cows nnd heifers of breeding age. 'rl10 ehtssifimtion 
of cattle by sex and age in the present censu8 places 
this infori1mtion in the posse8sion of the public. Table 
oxr, summarize8, by geog-mphic divisions, the cowl:! and 
heifors on farms o,nd ranges, and table cxu prc8ents the 
same facts for all cows and heifers in the United States, 
June 1, 1900. The information contained in these minor 
tables is derived from Tnble 28. 

TABLll CXL.-NUMBER OF HEIFERS AND COWS ON FARMS 
AND RANGES, JUNE 1, 1900, WITH PERCENTAGES, BY 
GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

Hl'ifors Dfliry Other J>lm CENT. 

GEo'GRAPllIC l aml cows ('OWH --·---·---
DIVISIONS. Totul. under 2 2 years 2 yenrH 

ycnrs. and ll!1fl Helf- Dniry Other 
ovor. OYCl', er~. {!OWS. cows. 

--- --"'-~- ---- ·----·-- -·--- --
The United States 35,915,732 1~· 183, 916_ 

17,130,G74 ll,u92,H2 20. 0 47. 7 32. 3 
= - __ .__ ___ ,_..,_ ---·-

North Atlantic ..... •l,511,0G9 792, 93·l 3, .J96, 206 221,8~9 17. G 77.5 4.9 
South Atlantic ..... 2,458,03!1 •133, 240 1, 383, 31U u·l2,Q80 17,(i fi6.3 2G.1 
North Centml. ..... JfJ,101,579 3, 325, 231 8, 490, 28,l 3,286,064 22.0 nu.2 21. 8 
South Central. ..... 9,232,960 11,721,3'20 2, 899, 230 •1,612. 398 18,li m .. 4 50.0 
Western ............ 4,565,063 901, 752 866,528 2, 79ll, 78:1 .19. 7 10.0 61. 3 
Hawaii 11udAl11slm. 40,'122 9,•133 4,041 82, 9-18 20.a 8. 7 71. 0 

181!01 18911 181!81 1801)1 1900' ____ .__. 
·-- ---· --··---

High. Low. High. Low. High. Low. High. Low. High. Low. 

--------- ---- ·----- ----
$f>.05 $1.75 $5.•10 $1. 75 $5. GO $2. 25 $6.30 $2.00 $6.liO $5.30 

·1. 8[> 2.00 5.50 1. 75 fi.Gfi 2,•10 6.30 2.50 G. f>O 5.00 
4. 80 2.00 5. fM\ 2.25 fi.8f> 2.60 5.90 2.70 fi.90 4.90 
4. 70 2.00 5.00 2.40 5. 75 2.fiO 5.90 2. 70 5. !JO 4.90 
4. 45 2.00 /i,i;o 2.40 fi.3fi 2. 70 o.m; 2.70 fi.80 5.00 
·l. f>f> 2.00 5,,15 2.25 f>. ,10 2. 70 5.70 2.HO fi.80 5.00 
11. Gr> 1. 71> o.~m 2. 25 6.55 2. 70 6.00 2.80 5.90 5.15 
4. 90 1. 75 Ii. 50 2.00 5.75 2. 70 6. Oil 2.80 6.05 5.20 
f>, 10 1. 75 5.75 2.25 5. 85 2. 70 6.90 2.HO 6.20 5.80 
5. 30 1. 75 5. 65 2.25 5. 90 2. 60 7.00 2.80 6.00 li.80 
fi.•JO 1.75 ti.•15 2.2f> 5. 75 2.50 li.90 2.80 6.00 5.35 
o.oo 1.75 5.60 2.25 6. 25 2.50 7.00 2.80 6.10 li.25 

2 Good to extra •leers. 

TAnLB CXLI.-NUMBER OF HEIFERS AND COWS ON 
FARMS AND RANGES AND ELSEWHERE IN THE 
UNITED S'rATES, JUNE 1, 1900, WI'rII .PERCENTAGES, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

-

Heifers D11lry 
U EO<l BAI'!! IC Total. 11md cows2 

DIVISIONS. under 2 ycrirs 
years. 11nd over. 

~--- --- ------
'.l'ho United Sttttcs 37,044,049 7, 263, 433 18,112,707 

--- --··- ·---~··-· 

North Atlantic ..... 4,698,061 806, 358 3, 665, 685 
South Atlantic ..... 2,565,661 440,•102 1,476, 787 
North Central. ..... 15,580,120 3, 852,805 R, 927.882 
South Ccntml. ..... 9,004,190 1, 746, 082 3, 103, 169 
Western ............ •1 649,595 908, 793 935, HS 
Aluslmaud Hawuil. 46,•J22 9,433 '1,0'11 

Other 
cows2 
years 

andovor. 

----
11,667,909 

==== 
220,018 
t\<J~,412 

3, 290, 938 
•1,6M,930 
2, 805, 650 

82, 918 

- -·--· 
PEit GENT. 

-------
I-foif- DlllrY 
crH. cows. 

-- ---~· 

19.6 48. 9 
----- --
17.2 78, 0 
17.2 57. 5 
21.li 57. 3 
18. ,I 82. 6 
19. 6 20. l 
20.3 s. 7 

Othe 
eows. 

--
81.5 

~---~ 

4. 
25. 
21. 
49. 
60. 
71. 

8 
B 
2 
0 
3 
0 

Of the 37,044,049 cows and heifers 1 year old and 
over in the Unitecl States1 15,580,120, or 42.1 per cent, 
w:ere found in the North Central division; 9,504,190, 
or 25. 7 per cent, in the South Central; 4,698,061, or 
12. 7 per cent, in the North Atlantic; 4,649,595, or 12.5 
per cent, in the Western; 2,565,661, or G.9 per cent, in 
the South Atla.ntic division; and 46,422, or 0.1 per cent, 
in 1-fawrtii and Alaska. In the North Atlantic, North 
Central, 1tnd South Atlantic divisions, cows were used 
primarily for dairy purposes, while in the other two 
divisions, they were raised for breeding, and only inci
dentally for da.iry purposes. These facts are brought 
out quite forcibly by the percentages of tables cxL 
and oxr,r. Including the cows not on farms or range~, 
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it is seen by table or.xr that a greater portion of the 
she-stock of the United States was utilized for dairy 
purposes rather than for breeding only, 48H cows being 
used for the first-named purpose to 315 for the latter. 
The proportion of dairy cows was largest in the North 
Atlantic division, where they numbered 780 to every 
48 other cows, or about 16 to 1. This order was reversed 
in the :::;outh Central division, which had 326 dairy cows 
to 490 cows for breeding, a proportion of 2 to 3, and in 
the Western division there were only 201 dairy cows to 
603 other cows, or 1 to 3. The smallest proportion of 
dairy cows was found in lfawaii, where tbev numbered 
8'7 :for every '710 other cow::i, or less tbi111 1 to 8. 

AVERAGE LIFE OF DAIRY COWS. 

By comparing the number of heifers 1 and under 2 
·years old with that of all cows an estimate can be made 
of the average life of cows. In the North Atlantic 
states there were nearly five times as many cows as 
heifers 1 and under 2 years old. This would indicate 
that the lWerage life of cows in that division was a 
little less than seven years, and that their average 
period of usefulnes.<J as milk producers was a little less 
than five years. 

The average length of 1i:fe of cows in the South 
AthLntic division was the same as that in the North At
lantic, the only variation between the two divisions 
being the greater number of cow::; kept for breeding and 
the sma11er number used in dairying in the latter. In 
the North Central division the average lengt11 of life was 
less than 1:dx years, or over one year shorter, while that 
in the Western division and Hawaii was a trifle more. 

RELATIVE :NUMBERS OF COWS AND HEIFERS AND OTHER 
CATTLE. 

Table CXLII shows the distribution of all neat cattle 
in the United States by three classes-steers, bulls, 
and cows and heifers. It gives also the proportiona.te 
number of steers and of bulls to 1,000 cows and heifers. 

TABLll OXLII.-NUMBJm OF STEERS, BULLS, COWS AND 
HEIFERS, 1 YEAR OLD AND OVER, ON FARMS AND 
RANGES AND ELSEWHERE IN THE UNITl~D STATES, 
AND THE NU111BEI~ OF STEERS AND BULLS TO 1,000 
COWS AND l:IEIFEHS, JUNE 1, 1900, BY GEOGRAPHIC 
DIVISIONS. 

. 

GEOGRAP!IlC DIVISIONS. Steers, B1;JIB. 

-·· 

The United States ...• 1 m, •JG9,892 1, 329, 572 
'---- ::::::.~-~=.::::=:::.= 1-··-· 

t:<"orth Atlantl~ ............. 
1 

ss7, ~~s 2M,7:l5 
So 11th Atluntlu .•.... .. . . . . • D·J8, loO 10<1, 153 
North Oentml ............... 7,78U,329 527,042 
SottthContmJ .............. I 4,8'l4,888 825, 28/i 
We~tern .................... I 1, 98li, 436 167,026 
Ahtskn and 1111 wail ........ : '38, 156 831 

Cows ruul 
lteHcrs. 

·---
37' 0·14, 049 
~ 

4, 698, 061 
2, 565, 661 

lfl, (>80, 120 
9, 50•1, 190 
4, G•19, 595 

46, ,122 

NUMBER T 0 
1111 1,000 COWS A 

JIEIFE!\S. 

Steers. Dull 8. 

·-- ·-· 
418 36 

-. --
83 

368 
500 
455 
427 
822 

iruclucling 80 Chlnesu bufi'ulocs und 'J7 working bullocks In Ifaw11lf. 

It will be noted tlrnt the proportion of steers to cows 
and heifers was especially high in the N01·th Central divi
sion, where there were 500 steers for every 1,000 cows 
and heifers, 1tnd that it was lowest in the North Atlantic 

f ' states, whore there were only 83 steers or 1,000 cows 
1tnd heifers. In the South Centru! division, the pro
portion was 455; in the Western, 427; 1.md in tho South 
Atlantic., 368. 

The percentages of dairy cows given in tables cxL 
and oxLr present a statement of the dairy interests of 
the country; and the proportiom1te number of steers to 
1,000 cows and heife1·s, n.s shown in fable cxur, indicates 
the relative importn.nce of the beef industry in th('. 
several geographic divi::iions. 

There were no very stl'ik:iug variations in the number 
of bulls to 1,000 cows. It was highest in the North 
Atlantic states, where the extensive dairying requires 
that constant. attention be given to the raising of cu.Ives, 
and lowest in Hawaii, where cattle are kept in excep
tionally large herds. 

AVERAGE NUMEEit_ OF NEAT OA'fTL'E PER FARl\1. 

Table oxrJrn presents,. oy geographic diviaions, the average number per farm of all neat cattle, and of each 
class, June 1, 1900. 

TADLE CXLIII.-AVERAGE NUMBER OF SPECIFIED CLASSES OF NEAT CATTLE, JUNE 1, moo, PER FARM 
REPORTING, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

GEOGRAPHIC DlVISIONS. 
Steers 1 Steers 2 SLenrH 3 Bulls 1 Hcllers l Cows kept Cows not All neat C1ll\'l'Sllll· 11nd under aml umlcr yellr.H 1tud ycnr and l\ntl nuder kept !or cattle, tler I yeitr. for milk.' milk.' 2 years. 3 years .. . ovex·. over. 2 ye11rs. 

-·-----· 
The United S!iites .............................. .. 14.3 3. 2 ], 5 1.1 o. 7 0.3 1. 5 3.6 2.4 

~ -- =-~ -::::=:-::-_= .=:::.=--......=:::-= 

10.7 2.1 0.3 0.2 O, l 0..1 1. 3 fi,9 0.'1 
6.2 1. 3 0.5 0,•I 0,4 0.2 o.o 1. 9 0.9 

15.5 3. 7 1. 9 1.4 O.G o.a 1.7 4.8 1.6 
14,2 3.2 1.4 J.0 0,9 0.3 1.4 2.3 3. 7 
44, 6 9.3 4.8 3.5 2.1 0.9 4.7 4.D 1'1. 7 
1.5 ·······34:5· ....... 23:7' 1.0 0.3 ·-·········· 3.2 ........ 75:6 

236.0 
....... 40:2· 29.2 1. 9 21.0 9.2 

North Atlantic ..................................... .-... . 
South Atlantic ......................................... . 
North Central. ......................................... . 
South Central. ......................................... . 
Western ................................................ . 
Alaska ................................................ .. 
Hawaii. ............................................... . 

1 Two ye11rs 11nd over. 
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Th.~ averages were 1argest in Hawaii and smal1est in 
the South Atlantic division, where the average num
ber of all neat cattle was less than one-seventh of that 
m the Western division. 

I,EADING CA'.l'TLE STATES. 

Texas, with 9,428,lHG, 1ecl all s~ates in the number of 
neat cattle. Of the other states reporting 3,000,000 or 
more, Iowa had 5,367,630; Kansas; 4,491,078; Nc
braslrn, 3,176,243; and Illinohi, 3,104,010. Three states 
reported over 1,000,000 d1Liry cows each: New York 
headed the list with 1,501,608; Iown, was second with 
1,423,648; and lllinoh; third with 1,007,664. In the 
number of "other cows," Texas again led with 
3,360,880, or more than twice the number reported by 
aU the other i;tatcs ti,nd territories of the South Cen
tml group, and more than in n.ny other geographic 
division. 

Texas reported 2,148,261 calves, and Iowa 1,290,279. 
No other state reported u. million. Tcxai;, a1-3 ii; indicated 
by the figures for cow::; and cu,lves, ranked iirst in tho 
breeding of neat cattle. They are shipped in large 
numbers to other states for feeding or fattening, con
sequently several states reported more 2 and 3 year 
old steers than Texui,i, Of steers 8 year::; o1d and over, 
Kansai:; reported 430,G33; lndit11.1 Territory, 354,530; 
'l'ex!ls) 34:1,286; and Oklahoma, 306,675. No other 
state reported 300,000. Many of the steers reported 
from Kansas, Indian Territory, u.nd Oklu.homa were 
brecl in Texas. 0£ steers 2 and under 3 yen.rs, Iowa 
ha<l the grmttest number, 603,745; Texas, 593)603; 
Kansas, 530,461; Missouri, 363,77.5; u.nd Nebrasku., 
317,360. The greater number of the steers in Iow11 
tre sold between the ages of 2 tincl 3 yeitrs. 

NUMBEU Oll' NEAT CATTLE '.J:O 100,000 ACRES OlJ' l!'ARM 
LAND. 

Table 3G i;hows, by states and territories, the number 
o:f a11 neat cattle on farms and range:; to 100,000 acl'es 
of farm land. TalJle cxLIV presents 11 sununary of these 
fo.cts by geographic divisions. 

TAHLll! GXLIV.-AVERAGE NUMBER OF ALL NEAT CAT· 
TLE, DAIRY COWS, AND OTHER NEAT CATTLE, TO 
100,000 ACRES OF FARi'iI LAND, JUNE 1, l\JOO, BY GEO
GRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

GllOGRAl'IIIU DIVISIONS, All 1w1it 
co.ttlc. 

Dulry Other neut 
cows, • oo.ttlc. 

-------------1---1---1----
The United Slo.tc•· .................. .. s,oos 21 Oll8 

===011====-1=·=--=-= 
NorthAtlrmtlc............................. 9,693 5,S,15 4,848 
South Atlantic............................. 4,249 1,326 2,\l23 
North Cenlml ........................ ."..... 9,649 2,675 6,ll74. 
South Centml .............................. 6,93•1 1,11!5 6,809 
Western.................................... 9,016 D2•1 8,091 
Alnskul ..................... , ................................................. . 
llo.wuii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . .. .. 3, 945 IM s, 789 

----·-----------·-·---"'------'-----· 
l Alask1• dlsrcg1ircled bi rcuson of small number reported. 

The nnrnuer of neat cattle to 100,000 acres of farm 
land was substantially the same in the North Atlantic, 
North Central, and Western divisions, being 9,693, 
9,649, and D,015, respectively. These averages wel'e 
materi!J.lly above the corresponding figures for the 
South Central and South Atlantic divisions, 6,834 n.nd 
4,249, respectively. The high average in the W cstern 
division is due to the fact that the cattle in that section 
of the country are pastmed on the public domain, which 
is not inelnded in the farm area. The state 1ands of 
Texas are all foase<.l to stock.men, and are reported 
as form land, which explains the low average in the 
South Ccntml division, of which Texa8 forms so im
portant a part. 

The 1wemge in the North Athtntic states is higher 
.than in the more fertile North Oentrn1 division, bemuse 
in the former a compuratively s1mill 11re11 of the land is 
used in the produetion of crops. The absence of good 
grazing lands in nmny parts of the South Atlantic 
group accounts for the low 1wern,ge there. 

In the North Atln,ntie division the gmzing land is 
htrgcly utilized for dairy cowi;, 1incl the nnmber of 
such cowi; to 100,000 itcres of land is twioe tlmt for the 
North Oentml, four times th1tt for the South Atlnntic 
n.ncl South Central, and nearly six times that for the 
Western division. The Western division had the 1n.rgest 
munbe,i· o·f "other neat cattle" in proportion to form 
area, and the South Atlantic the smallest. 

NEAT OATTLE NOT ON FARMS OR HANGES. 

'rhe st11tistics of neat cattle not on farms or ranges 
are found in Tables 37, 38, and 40. · The total number 
of these animals, June 1, 1900, was 1)616,422, of which 
the dairy eows numbered H73,033, or G0.2 per cent, 
while, of the cn,ttle on farms and ranges, the dairy cows 
constituted only 26.1 per cent, It will be seen by these 
totals that, cxelu(ling dairy cows, calves, aml animals 
kept in barns or inclosure:; preparatory to slaughter, 
the numbe1· of neat cattle not on farms is comp11ra
tively insignificant. 

Table 38 gives the average number of neat cattle to 
an inclosurc. By geographic divisions the averages 
are as follows: North Atlantic, 1.6; South Atfontie, 
1.9; NOl'th Central, 1.8; South Centra1, 2.7; ancl Vfost
el'll, 2.3. 

Neat Cattle ·in Oitfos of OVe?' '25,000 Inli.ab·itants.
Tables 41 and 42 present the statistics of neat cattle 
in cities of 25,000 inhabitants und over. All live-stock 
farms within the corporate limits oi these cities are in
cluded under this classification. The steers reported 
were generally found in the yards connected with pack
ing houses, distilleries, and kindred establishments, 
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where they were fattened for slaughter. The cows 
were kept mostly for milk. 

'fable 42 gives the number of each class of neat cattle 
to 100,000 persons in cities of over 25,000 inhabitants. 
There are many striking variations, dependent entirely 
upon the area of agrieultun1l land within the cities, 
and upon stock-yard -facilities. 

Y ALUE OF NEAT CATTLE, JUNE 1, 1900. 

Table 28 shows, by states and territories, the number 
and value of all classes of neat cattle and the total for 
each class. In T11ble 36 their number is given by 
countie;;. Tables 37 nncl 40 give the number of animals 
not on forms or ranges, by states, territories, and coun
ties, and Table 26 gives, by geographic divisfons and 
by stu.tes, n. summn.ry of all tables here mentioned, 
whil11 Table 34 shows, by sh1tes and territories, the 
nvcmge vo.lue of the animnls reported in T11ble 28. 
A hrief :-;um1liary of Home of the most important facts 
in these t11bles wa:-; given in tables oxxxvr itnd cxxxvn, 
by tlas:-;e;i of itnirnals. The foct::i tabulitted therein are 
pre:.,:Pntecl, by geogrnphic divi:-;ions, in the following 
table: 

TAlll.Io OXLV.-Nlll\1Bim AND VALUE OF ALL NEAT CA'r
TLE ON FARMS AND RANGES, .TUNE 1, moo, WITH 
AVERAGES AND PER CENT, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVI
SIONS. 

~--~============::;======::;:=====iT======= 

UIHlllRAl'lllO lllVI· 
SWNS, 

Number 
of llCltt 
cnttlo. 

Value. Averngo. 
vo.J.110. 

Plllt CENT OF 
'1'01'AI,, 

'l'lw United Slates. ti7, 822, 3:l6 $1, 476,.199, 714 821, 77 100. o 100. 0 
,_ ··"·'·'·' ·---------·-----·-·--- == 

North AUrrntlc •••.•..•.. tl,330,R3fi 151,890,•121 23.96 9.3 10.3 
Sonth Atl11nlie . .• . . . • • . . •I, •l:ll, 760 66, 32!, 2CJ2 14. 97 6. 5 4, 5 
North Centm\ ........... 30,621,·113 71i2,90ll,887 24,[>9 45.2 51.0 
South Cm1tr11l ........... 17,870,6113 8ta,370,582 17.54 26.3 21.2 
Westeri1 . . . . .. • • . • . • • . . . . R, •155, 740 190, 700, 481 22. 55 12. 5 12. 9 
Alrrslm antl m1w11!1...... 102,926 1,295,081 12.58 0.2 O.l 

-----------······--·-·-~--·--·------·------··------

The total value of itll neat cattle on farms and ranges, 
.Tune 1, lHOO, was $1,476,4U9,114. The North Central 
sti1tes had a little over one-half, 01' 51.0 per cent of this 
value, although they reported but 45.2 per cent of 
the number of cattle. The variatioll in the two per
centages is mused hy the greater average value in 
those states, which was $24.59, the highest in the 
United States. Table CXLV shows a marked difference 
in the average value of neat cattle in the several geo
graphic divisions, doubtless due in part to the greater 
use of pure-blooded animals in some divisions. Th~se 
facts are given in detail in Table:-i 28 and 34:, wluch 
show more marked contrasts th11n table cxLIII. They 

indicate the existence of a very well-defined a1;ea within 
which the original "native" or "scrub" stock has been 
but little improved by crossing with better animals. 
In this area it is doubtful whether the quality has not 
deteriorated in the last half century. A line drawn 
from the northeast corner of North Carolina to the 
northwest corner of Arkansas, thence south to the Gul£ 
of Mexico will include to the south and east of it nearly 
all the territory in which " scrub" cattle were the rule. 

The only other sections where cattle of this character 
predominated were parts of New Mexico and Arizona, 
where d'istance from market, limited t1'ansportation 
facilities, and poor soil seem to explain the slight atten
tion paid to stock interests. Some poor herds owned 
by Indians contributed towardFJ reducing the general . 
average quality of the cattle in these territories. All 
other states and territories showed fair average values, 
and, in most c11ses, reported advances. In a few coun
ties on the northern bordei·s of the territory described, 
improved breeds have been introduced, and bulls, cows, 
and steers of fair average values were reported. 

States wWi La1•gest Investments bi Neat (}attle.
Texa1> led the list with reference to the total value of 
neat cn.ttle, which was $163,228,904, June 1, 1900. 
The other stiites with neat cattle value:-; exceeding 
$100,000,000, were Iowa with $1'1~,518,902 and Kansas 
with $117, 64:0,801. Of states with values exceeding 
$75,000,000, and less than $100,000,000, there were 
three: Nebraslm, $82,469,498; lllinois, $82,170,907; and 
Misimuri, $75,656,807. All of these states are included 
within the territory in which the native stock is being 
improved by crossing with animals of better grade. 

Average Vctliws.-For the United States the average 
value of all neat cattle, June 1, 1900, was a121. '17. It 
wits highest in the North Central 1>tates and lowest, omit
ting Hawn,ii and Alaska from consideration, in the South 
Atlantic states, being $24. 59 in the former and $14. 97 in 
the latter. Excluding Alaska, where unusual conditions 
made the value abnormal, the highest avemge, $37.26, 
was in the District .of Columbia, and the lowest, $8.44, 
in Florida. 

For the United States the average value of dairy cows 
was $29.68. It was highest in the Western division and 
lowest in the South Atlantic, being $35.43 in the former 
and $21. 97 in the latter. Of the individual states, 
Alaska excluded, Montana reported the highest aver
age, $41.89, and Florida the lowest, $13.31. 

The states in the Western division are evidently doing 
more than any other section of the country to improve 
the grade of their cattle. This is shown not only by 
the high values of dairy cows, but more especi~lly ?Y 
the average price of bulls, $42.12, as compared with 
$15.26 for the South Atlantic states. 
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The f1verage value of steers 3 years old was highest 
in the North Atlantic states, while those 2 and under 3 
were worth most in the North Central division. These 
variations !tre explained by the fact tlmt in the North 
Atlantic division, l'clutively more work oxeh were kept 
thttn in other divi::dons, while in the North Centml 
statm1 were :found the grmttest relative num1)er of well
bred steers, which are fattened for market before 
roaching 3 years of ttge. The htrge number of work 
oxen in Alabama explains the wide variation in the 
average nilues of 2 and 3 year old steers in that state. 
The average value of 2-year-olds was only $0. 76, 
while 3-ycar~olds were worth $20.5() per head. This 
fact account8 also for the variation in avemge vuJne of 
these two classes of steers in both the No1-th and Sotith 
Atlantic divisions. 

HESULTS Ol!' INTIWDUCING HLOODED STOOIC 

The variations in the iwerage value~ presented in 
Table 34: are forcible illustrations of the beneficial re
sults of the introduction o:f improved breeds of cattle. 
Attention is called especially to Iowa and Texas. In 
Iowa the improvement of cattle ha:; been intelligently 
pursued for many years, while in Textts efforts wore 
begun 11t rt more recent date, owing to the fact thnt large 
num bm·s of blooded stock o:f earlier importlttions from 
other i:;tatc8 fell vif',tims to the Texas cattle fevm'. The 
danger from thil:l disease has now been measurably 
overcome by inoculating all imported cattle. 

Iomt had5,367,630 neat cattle, including calves; Textts 
had 9,428,196, or nearly twice as many. The value o:f 
the lawn. cattle was $142,518, 902, and of those of Tex11s, 
$Hl3,228)904:, or only 14. 5 per cent more. The 1wcr1tge 
per head for the Texns mttle was $17. 31, while that for 
Iowa wns $26.55, or 53.4 per cent grefl,ter. Because of 
this difference, tho Iow1t farmer can feed corn to his 
steers and derive a greater income :from his high-priced 
land than the Texan, notwithsbtnding eheap pastures 
and minimum labor and ex:pem1e for cultivation and 
improvements. That Texas ranchrnen have begun to 
realize this fact, and 1tre striving to improve their 
herds by introducing pure-blooded bulls, m11y be seen 
by comparing the average values in the following table: 

TABLll OXLVI.-AVERAGE VALUE OF SPECIFIED CLASSES 
OF NEAT CATTLE IN IOWA AND TEXAS, .TUNE 1, moo, 
AND THE PER OEN'r OF EXCESS OF THE A VERA.Gl~S 
JN IOWA. 

C:L,<SSES, Iowa. Texns. 

0 cr eent 
of Iowa 
O\~er 

Tex us, _______________ , ___ --- ~---

All nc1ttcmttle.............................. ~26,55 $17.31 53,4 

Cal;' cs, under 1 year.. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. .. . . . .. . . . 11. 17 
Steers, l Rnd nnder 2 yc!lrs....................... 24. 16 
Steers, 2 llnd undor 3 yc1irs ........ ,... .. .... ... .. llU.13 
Steers, 3 ymtrs a.nd over ............ , . . . . . . . . . . . . . M. 97 
Bulls, 1 ymtl' fLIHl OVCl'. .. ... . . . .. . .. .. • . . ... .. .. .. 47, 32 
Cows, not kept for milk, 2 years and over........ 31. 05 

9. 09 
lol,Oa 
20. 39 
27.17 
40.48 
19. 78 

22, 0 
65, 1 
91. 0 

102.3 
10,0 
57,() 

It will he noted thttt the avemge v1tlne of bull8 was 
only HI: D per cent greater fo Iowa. than in Texas, while 
t.hiit of breeding· cows showed 1tn excess of 57.0 per cent 
in ·favor of Iowa. Even more irnirked vn.riations were 
found in the average V!tlnes for steers 2 11nd 3 years old. 
Calves, however, showed n. much smaller variation, the 
excess in favor of Iowa being only 22.9 per cent. The 
high value of· Texas calves was partially due to their 
speeial importance on the range, but comparison of 
theil' average valne with that of other neat cattle indi
cated 11 general tendency towai·ds a better grade of stock 
in tlmt state. In 1910 the stn.tistil's for Texns will 
doubtless show the results of the present efforts in this 
direction liy a much greater average value of neat 
cattle. 

\Vyoming and \Vashington, better than 1wy other 
two states, show the effects of the introduction of 

. blooded bulll':l, so far as young stock is eoncernecl, as 
may be seen by the figures of Table 34. Dairy cows in 
Washington were worth ·$38.01; in Wyoming, $30.44:. 
Other cows in the former state were worth $2!1.50, and, 
in the latter, $32.39, thus showing but snmll varintions. 
Steers 3 years old had 11verage valne;; of $36. 38 and 
$40.06, respectively. The avemge value of bulls in 
Washington was $36.03, as against $69.12 in Wyoming. 
The very high averu.ge for these animals in vY yoming 
indicates the strength of the movement to improve 
the herds, and its results are apparent in the iwemge 
values of calves, whieh were $14.11 for Wyoming, ltnd 
only $8.46 for Washington. 
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NEA'r OA'rTLE. clix 

NEAT CATTLE ON l!'AHMS OF SPRCU'IED AHEAS. 

Table 32 presents a statement of the number of noat 
cattle and other animf11s on farms of spel'ifiecl 11rcm;, 
together with the number of farms. Briefer summaries 
of the same data are contained in tables cxLvn a.ml 
CXLVIII. 

TAn1,:w CXLVII.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE NUMBER 01<' 
NEAT CATTLE, JUNE 1, l llOO, ON PARMS OF SPECIFIED 
AREAS, WITH l>l<;UCENTAGES. 

·-

I Per. Avcrngc cent of Per F1irnrn 
ill! cent n( number 

FAmlS cI,ASSIF!llll BY Number report- farms Number of nil 1•.1tt- nf ncnt 
AREA IN ACl\ES, of farms. Ing nc1tt rt1port· neat cttLtle. tic in t!atllc per 

millle. fttrmrc-Ing group. porting. cnttlc. 

----·-~·-··"" --------· ----- ·------~- --·· ··---
'folnl .......... 5, 78\l,Gfi7 ·l,7a0,U20 82.•I G?,s221:mu 100.0 H.3 

--------,, -- ... ------- ~m·-·-- -•-··---·--•••u 
______ .__ ---·-

Under 8 - .... -....... •11 882 20, 158 48,2 H21,07li 1 .. •10, 7 . " 8 and undcrlO,, __ ,,_ 226:5tH 117, 012 51.6 ari8, 8•15 0.5 8.1 
10 nml under 20 ...... •107, 012 1!8il, 955 57,fl 711, 238 1.1 a. 2 
20 and underfiO ...... 1,257, 78fi 891, 871 7U. 0 :i, 02·1, 803 fi,,j 4.1 
50 nml um1cr 100- ... _ i,mm, 107 1, 195,876 87.fi 8,02f1, UH·I 11.8 II. 7 
lOOnnd undcr175- ... 1, •122, 328 1,802, 51)() \11,(l lf>, OU·I, UHO ~a.o 12. 0 
175 ancl nmlcr260- ... 490, lQ.l •H16, 704 Ufi.2 H,sw,rna 12. a 17. \) 
260 and nnclcrOOO .... 377, 992 aoo,nu 9fl. •1 10, aaal5oo lli.3 2H. 7 
liOOand unclerl,000 .. 102,M7 97,H!lO 9f1. ·1 Ii, ara1 GH7 7. u M.8 
1,000 1md over .. _ .... •17, 276 •H,308 O!l.8 1'1,GOf>,ilH ~l. fl B2!.l. ~~ 

TADI.E CXLVIII.-NUMBER OJ!' FAIU\18 REPOR1'ING DAIH.Y 
AND OTHEH. COW8, AND NUMBER OF COWS AND 
OTHER CATTLE ItEPOH.'fED IN 'fHE UNITED STATES, 
JUNE 1, 1900, ON FARMS OF SPECIFIED .AIUiJAS. 

- -
A J,J, OTillll\ 

nAmY cows. OTHER COWR. NEAT 
OAT1'LJC. 

FARMS CI.ASSIFmn nY 
AllEA lN ACl\ES. ·~··-·--~·~····- ----·---

Fn.rmH re~ Number. 1•1trms re· Number. Number. porllng. pori;fng. 

-·-·---~- -- ·---~---- ----------~-¥·• .. ~--

Total.- .. _---·· 1, 51'1, 210 17,139,071 979, 23·1 11, l\92, 142 89, 090, [120 
===.---=.:::::.::::.: ::::...~~.~~ --- ;.-:;:_= .::==:--:-::.:::: 

Under s ... ,, ___ ,_,,, 17, 778 66, 632 3,624 25'1,728 499,716 
Sand nndcrlO ... --. 105,9'14 18•1, 2•19 8,820 38,880 135, 710 
10 und under 20 ..... 210, 723 3fi0,018 20, 841 72,520 318, 700 
20 nml uncler 50. ___ . 829,096 1,632,liM 98, 280 805, 827 1, 686,422 
50 and under 100 .... 1, 150, 208 S, •134, 232 176, 014 542,083 41 MU, '11\l 
100 and under 175. _. 1, 264l695 5, 467, 99li 803,014 1, G-19,112 8,'187,878 
175 and umlcr 260 ... 4M,210 2, 653, 287 H<l,0•19 821, 239 1,874,G27 
260 nnd under &00 ... 349,•191 2, 280,647 143, 112 1, 573,•128 6,473,•175 
500 and under 1,000 _ 92, 68'1 688,815 50, 738 1, 192, Hl9 3,•176,053 
1,000 an cl over _ ..... 39, 381 876,2•14 SO, 7•12 fi,Hl,550 9,088,520 

The average number of neat cattle per farm was low
est for the two groups containing 3 and' under 10 acres,, 
and 10 and under 20 acres. The average of the groups 

with larger !treas increased in a more or less regular 
series to the farms with the greatest arear;. 

Farnrn under 3 acrer; lmcl it very high average value, 
dun lttrgely to the use of the public domain or unfenced 
lot1:i in eitimi, to which attention was called in the dis
en8sion o:f tnblo XLIV. The total number of cattle 
reported on farnm of less than 3 acres was 821,07(!, 
ltnd tho number of such farms W!ts 20,168. Of this 
number, 3,14G were in the North Atlantic division; 2,439, 
in the South Ath1ntic; 6,922, in the North Central; 
oh,306, in the South Centml; !tnd 3,B42, in tho Wer;tern. 
'l'he aggTog11to nmnlmr of c11ttlo on sudi farms in the 
Nol't.h Atlnntic, North Contml, 11nd South Athtntic 
sb1tc::1 was 201,378, or an average of lG.1 per farm. 
The avemgo for tho South Ccntml division was 45. 8, 
11nd for the W cstcm, 12G.4. 

In all of the five divisions, with the exception of the 
North Atlnntic, some o:f thesl~ r;11111ll 'frLrms were de
scl'ihcd HA cnt.tle l'tlllChes, th<~ live :;toek OI which W!1S 

lrnpt wholly on public fonds. 'l'he greatest. number of 
Htteh r11ncheH wns in tho Western diviflion, and the 
sm111lo:-;t, in the 8outh Ucntml. In the W et>tt>im divi
sion, cxdnsive ol' tlw B,342 forms of this cllt88, 1111 mnch 
eitttfo were lrnpt, in p1trt 11t least, on 111nds properly 
cl!tsr,md 1\8 'f11mrn, estlthlishments with conr;idcmble iireas 
o'f land nsed for agrieulturn.I pt1rposos, 

The t.otttl number of eattlo on the ranchos without 
land owned or leased, or with loss thttn 3 acres owned 
or leased, in the Western division, was 422,412, or barely 
5 per cont o:f the total number in those states. The 
oxclnsivc rn.ng-e fa,rm is, therefore, It Yanfahing quan
tity, nl-1 tho cattlemen in the West !trO rr.qniring lt1nd 
on which t.hey raise forage and m111.-.r provision to 
care for the cows anc1 we11ker aninmls in winter. 
Thus they are progressively reducing the lo8:;:efJ from 
winter e:xposin·e and changing 8easons. No single fact 
so forcibly demonstrates this change as the figures last 
given, showing that only 5.0 p(W cent of the cattle in 
the great range states are kopt exelusively upon 
the public domidn. This demonstrates the wisdom 
of enumerating the c°'ttle in the W.est in the same 
manner as in the East, and of treating these ranches 
as f11rms. 



clx STA'I1IS'I1ICS OF AGRIOUL11URE. 

NEAT CAT'l'LE ON FARMS OF SPECIFIED PlUNCIPAL 

SOURCES Ol!' INCOME. 

The complete statistics of ltll domestic animals on 
farms of specified principal sourceS'of income are pre
sented in Tttble 83. Summaries of these facts for neat 
cattle are given in tables oxux and oL. 

TADLE CXLIX.-TOTAL AND AVERAGE NUMBER OF 
NEAT CATTLE, JUNE 1, moo, ON FARMS OF SPECI
FIED PRINCIPAL SOURCES OF INCOME, WITH Pim
CENTAGES. 

--------
I 

Per PGr Avcmge 

FARMR CTu\SSJFil~p I 11a.rms re- cont or ecnt oI n1u11ller 
1111 Numbe1• a( llC!Lt 

IlY l'l\lNCTl'A f, Nmnbor portit1g 1111 farms of neat cuUlo 
SOUl\CE OF IN· of farms. neat report· cattle. cn.ttle per fnrm 
COME, cnttle. 

m~~tlfe. 
in roport· group. ing. 

-- ·---------·--·-

Tot1tl ......... 5, 739, 657 •I, 730, 920 82.4 67, 822, SSG 100.0 H.3 
--··-·- - . ~·::..:-;::;:;-::;::;:..""'.'"::-::=_~· ---- - -- -- ·~-·----·-

Hnyanclgmin ..... 1, 310, ll5G 1, 0<17, 593 79.4 11, 22·1, 353 16.G 10.7 
Vegetn.bles ......... lf5fi1 8H8 98, 055 62.9 535,187 0.9 6.0 
Fruits .............. 82, lW 52, 618 04.0 300, 835 0,<l 5. 7 
Live At•H•k .......... 1,li5'1, 71<1 1, <15B, 581! 93.2 38, 728, 588 57.1 20.G 
D1tlry prmhwe ...... 3fl7,578 357, 578 100.0 6, ltll, 2tl7 9.1 17.2 
Tolnuwo ............ lO!i 272 82,085 77.2 862, 203 0.5 4.1 
Cotton .............. 1, 011: 5'15 709,6'19 (lli.2 s, 853, 754 5.7 li.'1 
Rim• ............... : 0, 717 3,551 62.2 33, 242 (I) 9.•1 
Sugnr ............... 7, 3'14 5,060 68.9 71,182 O. l 14.1 
FlowerH uwl phutt.,. 61 159 997 16.2 2, 28G 

1:1 
2.8 

Nlll'~l'l')' prmhwts ... 2,029 895 <14.1 ·1,581 fi. l 
IJ.'n.ro ..••••.....•.••• 441 29 6.{i 510 17.9 
Coll'ee .............. 512 98 19.1 2,075 \I 21.2 
Miscellaneous ....•• 1, 059, 416 914, 121i 86. s G, •180, 174 IJ.O 7.1 

1 Lcs11 thlln one·tentlt of 1 per eent. 

TAllLE CL.-NUMBER OF FAIU\IIS HEPOR'rING DAIRY AND. 
OTHER COWS, AND NUMBI~R OF COWS J\Nll OTIIIm 
CATTLE REPOR'.l'ED IN THE UNITED S'l'A'l'ES, JUNE 1, 
moo, ON FARMS OJ!' SPECIFIED PRINCIPAL SOURCES 
OF INCOME. . 
-· ~··~ ' . 

c1,Ass1 Frno I l DAIRY t'OW8. 
FARMS 

BY 11 HIN CI PA Ii 
80llllCB OF IN-
CUMH. li'n1•1ns 

reporting. Number. 

-·-·-----
•rota!. ......... ·1,514,210 17, 139, 07'1 

·- ~.;:...;· .. 
Ha.y auc1 gmin ....•. 1,002, 261 3,55318!.:!2 
Vegcttiblc• .......... ll0,24'1 220,0M 
Fruit.q ............... 49,871 110,lf>H 
Llve~tock .......... 1, 409, il43 5J 852.810 
Dairy prod uco •...•• 31\7,578 3,421, 733 
Tobnceo ............ ?B,623 145,097 
Cotton .............. 64'1, 614 1,Slfi,•.191 
Rice ................ 2,652 7,8·10 
Sugnr ............... 4, 62·1 H,089 
!~lowers urnl plnn t.;. 910 1,544 

¥.i':,~~'?: -~~,:~~~<:!~::: 809 2,121. 
20 00 

CoITee •.••........••• 85 434 
lJiHcellan1 ous ..... _ 877, f>76 2,,188,5f>6 

---

o·rmrn cu ws. 

"···--·-·-··-·--···-·-· 

FurmH 
l'C_port· Nmnbcr. 

mg. 

--- -·--·-·-·-

979, 28•1 ll,li92, 1-12 
---- -~-· 

208, l.72 1, M3,'157 
18,632 87' 30:1 

5,89G 41, ,147 
889, 682 8, 863, OGf> 
57, 180 31:\, 927 
7,261 17, 483 

1'17,691 52f>, 286 
1,157 n, 5,rn 
1, 171 13,62•1 

83 Ifill 
8U 248 
14 129 
35 •J.16 

1•17,171 [>79, 072 

··-

I Ar.r. oTmrn 
NI•:A'!' 

' 

CA'I'l'J,E, 

~---

Nnmber. 

3\), 090, 570 
-··-~~···---

0, 527, 574 
271, 880 
uo, 220 

24, 012, 709 
2, •1:11, 607 

mu, 713 
2, 013, 027 

U1t35() 
•12, 5G9 

583 
2, 212 

33 
1,19 

0 
5 

3,418,MG 

The largest averag·e numbers of cattle wore found on 
the live-stock and dairy farms, being 2tl. () and 17. 2, 
respectively. !-fay and grain, rice, and sugu.r brms 
also had TClatively large numbers. Only 66.2 per cent 
of the cotton farms reported ueat cattle, 

NEAT CATTLE ON J<'ARMS CLASRIPIED BY 'rENURI~. 

The number of ueat citttle of specified classes on farms 
of t~ach tenure, is p1;esented in Table 29, by geographic 

divisions. Similar information for farms of white and 
colored farmers is presented in Tables 30 anrl 31. A 
summary of a few important facts from 'I.'itble 2\:l is 
given in tables CLI and GLII. 

TABLE CLJ.;-TOTAL AND AVERAGE NUMBER OF NEA'I 
CATTLE, JUNE 1, 1900, ON FARMS OF SPECIFIED TEN
URES, WITH PERCENTAGES. 

FARMS CLASSIFIED 
BY TENURE. 

Number 
of fnrms. 

Farms ro& 
porting 

llCllt 
en.ttlo. 

Per 
cent 
of 1111 
farmH 

rCJ>Ol'l· 
. lllg 
cattle. 

Nnmhcr 
of nent 
enlllc. 

Per Average 
cent number 
of nil of neat 
citttlo enttlc 

in per farm 
group report-

. ing. 

-------1----1--- -··-~- 1----1--- ---
Totnl .. .. .. . .. Ii, 739, 657 4, 730, 920 82. •l 07, 822, :I:IO ltlO. 0 14. 3 

Owners ............ . 
Part owners ....... . 
OwuerHtrncl tenmltR 
M1in11gcrs ••••••••••• 
C1tRh to1111.nts ••••••• 
flluirc tc111ints •••••• 

3, 149, 3'11 
451, 515 

53, 290 
f>H, 21:1 

752, 020 
1, 273, 3Gll 

2, 782, 100 
·112, fl77 
'Jl),674 
47, 1102 

M2, mo 
8Utl, 071 

88.3 
91.4 
93.2 
80.1 
72.0 
70.4 

:rn, 1U71 278 
10, 112·1, 178 

72li,Hl 
7, 7Ul, 873 
fl, 07~, tlS9 
7, lOU, 877 

[1:1.11 
l·l.8 
l.O 

11.r. 
8.8 

10.5 

13.0 
2-1.3 
H.O 

m .. 1 
11.0 

7. \) 

TAll!,Jo CLII.-NUJ\'IBER OF I?ARl\IS IrnPORTING DAmY 
AND O'rI-IIm CO'WR AND NU!VIBER Oli' COWS AND 
OTHER OATTU~ REPORTED IN THE UNI'.l'ED STATES, 
JUNE 1, 1900, ON Ii'ARMS OF SPECIFrnD TENURES. 

Al.I, OTllHR. 
nAmY cows. O'flll~H. ('OWR. 1\l•!AT CA1'~ 

FAIUIS Cf,ASSWrnD 
BY ·r1mum1. 

llllrms ro· 
porting. N1.11nbor. 

1'!.H. 

Ji'n.r1n~re- N , 
porting. lllnher. Nnmher. 

--------- ---·----1----1 ----·-----!---------···-·ii··-······----
Tntnl ........... •t,fil4, 210 17, I:lU,674 970, 23.1 n, fl92, 1-12 :m, 09tl,fi20 

,==·" ~~=,.-~,-~~ -=-:c·c.cc ·cc. 'l"=~co.-.~.-.,.-,,,-o I 

Owner~ . . . . . . . .. . . .. . 2, 675, 191 10,-159, 2G2 GOfi, !i9~ 
P1irt 01\'llCl'S. • • • • • • .. • 390, 593 l, 7:l4, {)<18 J 09, 638 
Owners 1uHl tmrnnts.. .JS,a2a 207, 162 13, 129 
Mtuuigt~rH ....... _ .. _ _ -1~. mm !.!U5, 7\H 14, mm 
Ct1Hll\enu11~H ......... <197,288 1,823,713 07,102 
Slmro tmmu ts .. .. . .. . 850, 820 2, G19, 095 la~, \lti7 

A greater proportion of. the farms in the United 
States operated by ''owners ancl tenant:-J" rnportnd non.t 
cuttle t.lrnn was the case with farms of any othol' tenure. 
The per cent of such farms with ne1it citttlo wnH HB.2. 
The corresponding per cent for farms of "part owners,, 
was Hl.4; "owners," 88.3; "cash tenants," 72.0; ''man
agers," 80.1, und "share tenants," 70.4. The low per 
cent for farms operated by managers is attributitble 
to the fact that, in the Western division, a ln.rge num
ber of such farms reported sheep, hut no neat cnttle, 
while in the St>uth many cotton plantn,tions in clmrge 
of manngeri; had no cattle. 

Farms of managers reported the largm-1t number of 
na.ttle to a farm, due to the fact th1tt many of the largest 
cattle mnche;; iu the West itnd Southwest belong to this 
class._ Such ranches had but few dairy cows, which 
explitius why the number of dairy cows on farms of 
managers, as given in table CLII, was· relatively small. 
A similar condition existed on the large farms of part 
owners, but nll other classes of farms reportod rela
tively more dairy cows than other cows. Owner:; and 
tenants reported the smallest number of cnttle, and 



the sbttre tenants,_ the smallest average number per 
farm. The owners of farms with large numbers of cat
tle evidently prefer to operate them by the aid of sal
aried mann,gers under· their own direction than to 
entl'nst them to tenants. 

NEAT CA'l"l'LE ON FARMS OF WHITE AND COLORED 
l!'ARMEB.S. 

Tables 30 and 31 present in detail, by geographic 
divfoions, and by race and tenure, the statistics of till 
·domestic animals on farms. A summ11ry of !t few of 
the most importn,nt facts of these fables is given in 
tables CLUJ and OLIV. 

clxi 

0£ the 4:,970,129 farms of white farmers, 4,31S,520, 
or 86. 9 per cent, had neat cattle, while these animals 
were reported by only 4:12,400, or 53.G 11er cent, of the 
169,528 farms of colored farmers. This difference in 
proportion finds explarn1tion in the following facts: A 
large proportion of the negroes, who constitute the 
great majority of the colored :fnnners, !Ue found in the 
South Atlantic division, which reported a snrnller pro
portion of live stock for both white ancl colored farm
erR than any other geog·rnphic division. .Furthermore, 

' the conditions under whieh the m11jority of negroes in 
cotton :,;tn,~es operate their farm:'! en,nse them to devote 
thoir entire !lttention to the mising· of cotton and corn, 
the limited 11re11 of their farms making the keeping of 

' cattle impmcticahle, i£ not impossible. Itmnst bP borne 
TABLE CLIIL-TOTAL AND A VERA<TE NUMBER OF NEAT 

CATTLE ON FARMS OF WHIT I~ AND OOLmmn FAI~MERS, in mind itlso that the negTo has been an incfopenclent 
JUNE 1, moo, WI'rI-1 PEIWENTAGJ~s. BY GEOGRAPHIC former for lt compttmtivoly Rhort period. Taking nll 
DIVISIONS. • of thest) circumstun1.\es into considemtion, the por cent 

A.-l'AltMS OF WIII'l'JG l!'AltMTmH, 

----- ~- ·-· 

Per Por Avurngu 
li"nrnu~ re~ rn.:mtof t~ent or nun1her 

GEOGRAPHIC Number porting 1111ftll'll1H Num!Jor till of nc11t 
of neat <JtttLlll DIVISIONS. of farms. ne11t tel~> rt .. eat tie. imttle porftmn cattle. in 

e11ttTc. group. l'llJJOrt• 
lug. 

------ -·.---~--- ---··--·-··· 

'file Uuitccl StlttCA. "· 970, 129 4, 318, 520 HG. 9 (Jfi,888, 222 100.0 rn.a 
= --·-- ·-····-···--·····- ==::::::.:::=;...--:...: 

-~-· --··· 
North Atlantie .... 67fi, 8Gfl fi91, 163 87,fi 6,3:12,206 9.6 10. 7 
South Atl11ntlc .... G73, 3f>4 058, 131 82. 9 3, 900, 816 6, 1 7.2 
North Centml ..... 2, 170, Gll7 1, 9Gfi, <198 90.2 BO, 505,05f> '16.8 15,fi 
South Ccntml ..... 1, 206,367 1,017,108 8•1.3 10, rio:;, 200 26.2 lG,il 
Western ........... 23,1,SM 186, 884 79.4 8, 378, 790 12. 7 45,0 
Alnsk11 and Hnwnil 521 241 <10, B 07, 045 0.1 278.2 

-------·----·--··--·-------·- -
B.-FARMS 01!' cor,ORIW l!'ARMJGHS. 

The Unltecl Stlttos. 769, 528 <112,•JOO 53. 6 1, O:l4,114 100.0 •1.7 
. -·-~-·--- -··· =--::::::::--::·.;.:;:::;:;:::;;-::::::::..:::::-.: == -----

North Atlantic .... 2, 140 1,278 tm.7 7,570 o. <l 5.9 
South Atln,nt!e .•... 288,871 156, 263 M.l 431, 93'1 22.3 2,8 
North Centml ..... 10, 900 10,310 01.0 110,358 tl. 0 ll,3 
South Centml ..... 451, 799 2•11,001 li3.'! 1, 265, 408 ori,4 5.2 
Western ...... , .... 8,0M H,2!l3 ·10. !) 7(1, 05{1 'l.O 2:l,<l 
Alnsk11 aucl Htl.\Vtt!l 1, 76'1 199 11.3 B5,881 1. 0 180,3 

TADLE CLIV.-NUM.BI;;R OF FARMS OF WHITE AND COL
ORED FARMERS IN THE UNITED S'fATES, JUNE 1, moo, 
THE NUMBER REPOHTING NEAT CATTLE, AND 'fI·IB; 
NUMBEl~ Oli' SPECIFIED KINDS Oli' SUOH OA'£TLE, 
WITH PERCENTAGES AND AVERAGES. 

ITEMS, Whlto I Co!orccl 
fl\1·mcrs. farmers. 

------·--·---·····---------1·--·-- ···-·--
Number of fllrms ......................................... . 
Number of farms, percont11ges .......................... .. 
Number of fllrmH reporting enttk ....................... .. 
Number of fttt·ms n11iortlng el1ttle, pcrecntngl1s ......... .. 
Number of nc11t cattle i·cportod ......................... .. 
Number of neut mt tic reportccl, pcreentages ............. . 
Number of neat cattlo roported, avomges ................ . 
Number of cl11iry eows roporte<l .......................... . 
Number of clairy cows reporter!, perccntiigcs ............ . 
Number of cl1tlry COWH reported, iwcmgos ............... . 
Number of other cows reportccl .......................... . 
Number of other cows roriortccl, pcreent11gcs ............ . 
Number of other cows reportell, 1wcmgcs ................ . 
Number of othcr,eattle reporton ......................... . 
Number of other eattle reported, perceutitgcs ........... . 
Number of other cuttle reportccl, l1vemges ............... . 

.J, 970, 129 
86,6 

·I, 818, 520 
91. 3 

G5, 888, 222 
U7.1 
1".il 

rn, 059, 7lit1 
9(). 0 
3,8 

ll, 303, 369 
97. 5 
2.6 

38, 025,087 
97. a 
8,8 

700,fl28 
13,4 

<112, •JOO 
8,7 

1, 93,J,lH 
2. 9 
<1. 7 

579, 008 
8,4 
1.4 

288, 773 
2,f> 
0, 7 

1, 065, 433 
2. 7 
2. 6 

---------------------------·--
107~9-AGH-PT 1--11 

of colored formers possessing netit tmttle indicntes a 
mo:;t remarlrnhlo progress. 

'1'he gre11t. majority of t.110 colored formers who 
reported mttle, especially in the South, had dairy cows 
only. In Urn Sonth Atlantic states, of the 15G,263 
colored :farmerH reporting nmtt cattle, 121,,101, or 
77.7 per cent, roported dairy cows; 23,'71'7, or lG.2 per 
cent, rcportocl other cowR; imcl the remainder, young 
stock or working oxeu. Mirny of tho eow1:1 dassi:ficd 
as not kep~; :for 1~1ilk: were doubtless incorrectly re
ported, itnd should he clttssod ns dairy com;. The nver-
11gc number of neat cattle to n farm reporting such 
rmimah-:1 was 15. B for white farmers and 4. 7 for colored 
farmers. 

In the W estcrn division nearly all of the colored 
farmers reporting cattle were Indians, n,nd many of 
the .ne11t cattle reported by colored farmers in tho South 
Uentml division belong·ed to the Indiitns of Okl11honm 
and Intlhrn Territory. But for neither the Western nor 
South Centml divisions do the figurl}s in Tables 30 r1nd 
31 g·ivo u. complete statement in every case of the hold
ings of cattle by white ancl colored farmers. In the 
South, some colored numagers cared for forms of white 
owners, ttnd the stock on such forms is included in 
1'11ble 31 with that of eolored farmers. The total num-

. ber of cattle on such farms was 03,333, or less th1m 5 
per cent of the total number reported by colored form
ers. Greater proportional errors of the opposite chu.r
acter r1re found, c11mied by the fact that on. ~ome Indian 
reservatiorn; there were htrgo holdings of cattle cared for 
by sitlaried white mann.gers, which appear in Table 30 
as on the farms of wl1ite managers. The number of 
such cattle exceeded 50,000, itnd had a value o:f more 
than $1,000,000, of which over one-half was reported by 
South Dakob1. 

The neat cattle of colored farmers in Hnwaii belong 
to Hawaiians ttnd pitrt Hawaiians, and not to uegwes. 

" 
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COMPAHABILI'l'Y, OF CENSUS STATISTICS OF NEAT CA'l''l'J,E. 

The inquiries on the farm schedules relating to domes
tic animals were framecl with the main object in view of 
securing a complete enumeration and uniform classiii
catfon of an live stock. 

'l'he question of whether all, or any, of the young 
live stock born in the spring of the census year were 
included with the number of neat cattle in previous 
census reports hn,s heretofore been left in doubt, but it 
is believed that the age and sex chissifications adopted 
for 1900 fully remove nJl doubt with reference to this 
subject as for as the Twelfth Census is concerned. With 
these uncertainties removed, the question arises as to 
the comparability of the statistics here given with those 
:foe preceding census years. That the public nmy have 
all available data for answel'ing this question, the ex
hibits of the census inquiries relating to agriculture us 
used from 1850 to 1900, inclusive, together with the 
instructions to the· enumerators, itrc presented else-
where in this volume. · 

From those Hchedules and instruetions, it is eertain 
that no calves, colts, or Jambs l,css than 1 year old were 
enumcmted in 1850, since those collel1ting the dn.tu in 
that year from the farmers were given the following 
instructions: 

UndeT gener1J,l heading, "Stock, 1st June, 1850," of the whole 
number of anil::ials which belong to the farm on the lst day of 
June, the number of each description thei'eof is to lm inserted 
under the proper headings, taking care that under heading ''Other 
cattle,'' you insert the ii umber of all cattle not before cmumeratec1, 
which are 1 year old and older. 

11. 'rlrn number of all sheep which were on said date of 1 01· 

more years old h1 to be inserted in eolmnn 11. 

From 1860to1800, inclusive, the enumerators reeeived 
no instructions with reference to the subject. It was 
left to their individual judgment, or that of the :farm
ers, whether or not ca1ves, colts, or l11mbs should be 
returned under the head of "other m~ttle," n horses," 
"mules," or" sheep/' or omitted from the enumoru.tion. 
Under such circumstances it becomes almost certain 
that there was no unif01·mity of reports. The young 
animals 'less than 1 year old on some farms would be 
omitted, and on others reported. This would be equally 
the case with calves, colts, and lambs since the form of 
the schedules and the inquiries thereon suggest the 
same method:; of reporting the young of 1111 animals. 

The schedules for 1890 give intemal evidence of the 
report of lnmbs as sheep in that year. Those schedules 
called for reports of the number of sheep on hand June 
1 of that year and of the number of fleeces shorn that 
spring and in the preceding fall. For all sections great 
numbers of schedules are found on which the reports of 
sheep and fleeces indicate the inclusion o-f spring lambs 
of 1890 with the sheep of that year. Even the limited 
time that could be given to this investig11tion macle it 

certain that not less than 10 and possibly 15 per cent ot 
the "sheep" of 1890 were lambs Jess than 1 year old. 

This conclusion, deduced from a critical exiuuination 
of many sehedules of 1890, is strengthened by compar
ing the number of lambs dropped in 1889 as reported 
by the Eleventh Census with the number of l!Llnhs on 
hand, ,June 1, 1900. The lum bs dropped in 1881) consti
ti.1ted 35.1 per cent of the sheep reported on lmncl ,June 
1, 1890, while the lf!'mbs reported on hand Jnnc 1, 1900, 
constituted 54.3 per eent of the sheep 1 year old and 
over. Changes in the breed o:f sheep :tnd specii1l con. 
ditions in the two years' doubtless exerted great influ
ence in increasing the per cent of lambs, us will he 
mentioned later in detuil; but, after allowing for ttll such 
changes, the two percentages can be harmonized only 
by assuming that the per cent o:f 1890 was low hy rmt
son of the inclusion of some 1ambs with tho enumemted 
sheep. These references to sheep 1tnd lambs are made 
in this connection because there is the samo roason :fol' 
believing that in 1890 cnJvcs 1tncl colts were reported a& 
other m1ttlo ttncl horses, mules, and asses tts for believ
ing that lambs were reported as sheep. Consequently 
the smne allowance shouid he nutcle for the inclusion of 
11nima1R less than 1 year old in uU ngurcs for liYe stock, 
as reported by the census of 18DO. 

S'l'ATIS'l'ICS OF NEA'l' CATTLI<l IN 1900 AND IN !'RECEDING 

YEAHS COMI'AHED, 

The census of 181)0 had two classifications of neat 
cattle. One was for tho emuneration of m1ttle on farms 
in all stlttes, and on 'the mnges in Idaho, Oregon, tmd 
Washington. The numbers reported under this elassi
'fication were as follows: Working oxen, 1,117,494; 
milch cows, 16,511,950; other cattle, 33,734,128; a total 
of 51,363,572; ancl cn.lvcs dropped in 1880, 14,538,327. 

'rho seconcl classification applied to 1111imals on ranges 
in states and territories other than Idaho, Oregon, and 
Washington. The numbers repqrtcd were us follows: 
4-year-olds, 535,869; 3-year-olcls, 784, 7H7; 2-ycar-olds, 
999,363; yearlings, 1,209,731; clry cows, 7H5,5'72; and 
"cows and calves," 1,959,888. 'l'he total number of 
neat cn.ttle reported on farms and ranges under the two 
classifications was 57,648, 792. 

The :facts above reviewed relating to the schedules 
of. 1890 and the inclusion of 1ambs in the reports 
for tb11t year make it very probable that tt portion 
of the calves less than 1 year old, June 1, 1890, were 
reported in that year as " othci' cattle." Those facts 
make it probable, also, that at least. 10 and possibly 20 
per cent of the "other cattle" reported in 1800 were 
calves less than 1 year old. The probable number of 
such young animals enumerated in 1890 as neat cattle 
was, therefore, not less than 3,373,413, and may have 
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equaled 6,746,825. Under these circumstances the 
I 

only comparisons that can be made between the :figures 
for neat cattle in 1900 ttnd in 1890 must he of the num
ber of such animals exclusi.vc of calves. This was 
52,489,237. If the immber of calves included in the 
enumeration of other cattle in 1890 was 3,373,413, the 
number of neat cattle, exclusive of calves, decreased in 
ten years from 54,275,379 (the number of all cattle as 
reported in 1890 less 3,373,413) to 52,489,237, or a loss 
of 3.3 per cent. If the number of c11lves included with 
other cattle in 1890 equaled 20 per cent of other cattle 
and thrni numbered 6,746,825, the number of neat cat
tle exclusive of citlves increased from 50,901,967 to 
52,489,237, or 3.1 per cent. There was, thercf.orc, no 
great increase in the total number of neat cattle in the 
country from 1890 to 1900, and there may have been a 
slight decrease. During that decade the popuhition in
creased 20. 7 per cent, and thus the relative number of 
.neat cattle, as compared with population, decreased 
to neurly tlmt extent. 

1'he estimate8 of the number of range animals in 
1880 and 1800 1trc given in fable or;v. The census 
authorities in 1860 secured estimates of the number of 
cattle on rnngcs and in cities and towns, as presented 
in Table 39. These are not uHed in this connection, as 
they were made on a basis nltogether di:ff erent from 
those of 1880 and 1890. 

TAllLE CLV.-NUMBER OF UNENUMERATED RANCH NEAT 
CATTLE IN 1880 AND 1890, AS ESTIMATED BY THE 
TENTH AND J<:LJWENTH CENSUSJCS. 

STA'fl>H AN!l TEltlll'rDRIEH. 1880 18110 

'fotal.............................. •• .. • .. . .. . . • • . . 3, 750, 022 0, 285, 220 
··--~ -·~-·-·---~·"-~-

. Arlzona ................................................ . 
California .............................................. . 
Colorado .............................................. .. 
Florida •.•.•••...•.....•.•.•••••.......•.•.•.•••........• 
Idn.ho .................................................. . 
Indian Territory ...................................... .. 
Kansas ................................................. . 
:Montana .............................................. .. 
Nebraska .............................................. .. 

90, 774 Gf>9, 7r.8 
lliO, 737 2-n, 300 
4•14, 053 4'18, 081 91,(125 ............. 
100,200 .. . '",jiJ~; 680 487, 748 
82,076 . ... '75li; i1iii 20r.,s92 

354,697 ............... 
Nevada ................................................. . 
New Mexlco ............................................ . 

~~t1?~\itii<i8i:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
South Dakota2 ......................................... . 

44, G02 .. · i;or,.i;o22 181, 235 
181, 773 ............... 

58, •150 ... "'2i1;088 05, 908 
Texas ................................................... . 
Utah .................................................... . 
Washington ........................................... .. 
Wyoming ............................................... . 

810, 093 2,3·12,088 
37,239 78,047 
OS, 030 . .................... 

2•13,1'10 248,097 

1 Region north of the Panhandle of '.l'cxas not included in the state or 
territorial government. 

'Dakota tcrrliory prior to 1890. 

In table CLVI are presented, by states and territories, 
the number of neat cattle in 1900, exc1usive of calves, 
and the numbers in 1880 and 1890, together with the 
estimated value o:f the cattle on ranges in those years. 
The number of animals is, in all cases, given in thou-

sands. The table giving the number of animal:3 pre
sents 11lso the percenfages of guin or loss in the several 
states and territories, as indieatecl on the face of the 
returns. Those percentages fo1' 1890-1900 do not take 
account of the calves that were enumerated as "other 
cattle'' in 1890, ancl to which attention luis been called. 
They show the relative changes among the different 
fltates, but to the extent of this inclusion of mlves as 
other cattle in 1890 they fail to record the real changes 
in the number of all cattle in the decade. As stated, 
the animitls enumerated on forms and the estimated 
number of those on mnges are included.· The com
parison is not carried hack further than 1880, since 
there were no separate estimates of range cattle prior 
to that time. ' 

TA111E OLVI.\NUMBER OF NEAT CATTLE, EXCLUSIVE 
OF CALVES, EXPRESSED IN 'fH.OUSANDS, AND PER 
CI~NT OF INCREASE AND DECimASE BY STATES AND 
TEHRI'fORIER: SUMMARY 1880 TO moo. 

Pei• <.~ont Per cent 
ofln- of dee 

STAT!<H ANT> TERill'fOitrnS, 1900 1800 1880 <~roo .. ~o, erenHl~ 1 
1880 to 1890 to 

-I 
18110, 1900. 

•.. ---
Tile UnitrnH\t11tcR ..... 52,•189 57, 040 39,676'1 45,3 8.9 

= = 
North Ath1ntie <livlslon •..•• fi,08\l ri,462 5, 707 lfi.8 7.0 ---------------

'Mninc ................... 277 299 834 110. G 7.4 
New H11mpshirc •...••••. 187 22a 232 1 ·J.1 lG.4 
Vermont ................ 400 895 403 11. 9 ~1. IJ. 
MaR8aclrnsotts •.•..•••••. 242 2fi0 201 11,9 Ii. •1 
lUJO(lC Island .•.•••••••.• 31 85 30 12.8 11.7 
Ommcctlcnt ............. 180 204 237 114.0 11.7 
Now.York ............... 2,089 2,181 2,310 I!\, 0 2,() 
New Jcr8cy .............. 200 212 224 15. 8 l\,/) 
J'ennsylv11nia ........... 1,.J7G 1,707 1, 730 1],4 18, 5 

South Atlm1tin <liViRion ..... 3,490 1!,890 3,952 1 ], 0 10.3 --------- ·------
Delaware ................ 45 52 M 1~. 2 13. il 
M11rylund ............... 2S7 207 263 1. 8 11,2 
District of Columbia ••... 1 1 2 lM,9 041. 0 
Virginia. ..•..••..••..•... GOS 747 686 8. 9 11. 2 
West Virgh1i11 ........... r,on iiGO 4fi8 23.5 10.7 
North Omoll1111 .......... 482 681 om 14,0 23. 6 
South Cat'Olillll •••••••••• 250 2Cl8 :l(l.1 12G.2 4,9 
Georgia. •..••..•••.•....•. 688 874 mo 14,0 21.8 
Florl<l11 .................. 013 484 508 113"1 '2Q. 7 

North Centml tllvlsion ...... 23, BlO 24,602 rn, R3,1 55.ii 5. 8 
---·· ------ -------

Ohio ..................... 1,rmo 1, 763 1, RGO 15,2 11. 6 
India1111 ................. 1,2nn 1,512 1,304 10.9 16.9 
lllinoiR .................. 2, 881 S,003 2, 384 28.5 22.B 
Mlcllignn .••.••.......••• 1,001 1,047 802 17.4 4.4 
Wisconsin ............... 1,0111 1,048 1, 129 45.9 •2. 0 
'Minnesota ...••....•...•. 1,80fi 1,37'! 059 108.4 5.0 
Iowa .................... 4,077 4,895 2, 012 87.4 16. 7 
Missouri ....•..•...•...•. 2,3•H\ 2,8~~ 2,081 42.7 21.0 
North Dt1koto, ........... 501 ...... ~~'..} sss.o{ 277, 7 
South Dnlrnta ........... 1,204 717 207, \} 
Nebmslm ................ 2,422 2, 148 1, 118 92.5 2]8.0 
Kansas .................. 3,568 8,188 1, 583 107.0 •n.o 

South Oentml division ...... 13,823 14, 500 9, 710 49.2 4.7 
--------- ------

Kentucky ............... 833 1,000 84•1 26,8 21.9 
i:eennesseo _ ................ 070 905 7&1 23.2 30.0 
AJ11bam11 ................ fi86 876 751 16.6 83.1 
Mississippi. •••. , •.••.•.•. 035 915 717 27,5 80.6 

. Lonisian11 ............... 500 581 471 23.5 13.9 
TCXllB .................... 7,280 8,544 4,895' 74,5 14.8 
Oklahom11 ............... 1,410 127 58 ·········· (B) 
Indian Territory ........ 1,263 433 488 """40:2· <"J Arkansns ................ 040 993 708 ' 5,5 

1rncreasc. 2 Decrease. •Incomplete reports. 
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TAilLE CLVI.-NUMBER OF NEAT CATTLE, EXCLUSIVE 
OF CALVES, EXPRESSED IN 'fHOUSANDS, AND PEH 
CENT OF INCREASE AND DECREASE BY STATES AND 
TERRITORIES: SUMMARY 1880 TO 1900-Continueil. 

Per eeu t Per eent 
nt in- of flo~ 

S'J'ATJ;s ,\ND ·r1mmT01trn~. 1000 18UO 18SO t'l'UllSU <'J't.HlSIJ 
1~HO to 1H90 to 
urno. rnuo. 

---- -- ·--·--------------- -----·-- -------
Western cllvlslm1 . ___ . ______ . 11,non tl, 195 4,377 110. 1 27. 1 

------, ------
1\fontmm .............. .. 781 1,4'12 428 2illi.8 4f>. \) 

501 93'1 f>21 79. 2 •lO, I) 
1, ]I;\ 1, 157 792 ·li. ·l 0 .. 

HU:l 1,632 348 3!iH.O 50.8 

Wyoming---------------Colorado ___ .. _ .. ______ .. 
New Ii!Iuxico ............. . 
Al'izo1111 ..... ------------ no; 923 l:lH iltm.5 34:.fl 

205 278 13:! I~~'.~ I ·LO 
SQ.I 211 217 1.u.2 
277 219 191 H,81 121), ;._~ 

200 25f> ms 28. 7 113. ti 
0:12 521 598 •12. 9 ' 12,2 

l, llfi 1, !iOR 81'> 07. 3 30. 7 

Utith __ , ______________ .,_ 

Ncvntl!t ... - ............. . 
Ichtho ·-- ............... . 
Wnshingtn11 ........... .. 
Oregon ................ .. 
Cnliforni11 .............. _ 

Afosk111rnd Hnwm\ ., .•••.... f!;j .......... .......... .... ------1--------" 
~·-- ---" 

1 Increase. !lDccrett!-m, •No ropo't prior to moo. 

With regard to the statistics for Okl11homa and 
Indian Territory, the fud should he borne in mind that 
Oklnhonm was practically unsettled in 1890, having 
been organized as ft territory less than IL month befor9 
the census enumeration, and that the returns of cattle . 
on Indirtn reservations did not :,itu,te whether the ani
nmls reported were those of Indians or included all the 
cattle within the Indian reservu;tions of Okluhonm and 
Indian Territory. Uomiidemtion should be gi\ren also 
to the fact that the larger portion of the aninrnls re
ported from the1;e territories and great numbers of 
those reported from Textts were included in estinmtes 
and not reported by the enmnemtors. 

The large increase in the n um her of " neat cattle" in 
Florida was undoubtedly due to the fact thu,t range 
cattle, of which there were large numbers in that state, 
were not enumerated in 1890, nor estimates secured of 
their number, as wtts done in 1880. 

INOREASI~ IN 'l'lllij NU.MBim OF DAilff COWS. 

The decrease noted in the number of all nen.t mLtt1e 
has not been accompanied by a decrease in the number 
of dairy cows, and probably not in that of "other cows " 
The dairy cows of the United States, ,June 1, 1900, 
numbered 18,112,707. 0£ this number, 17,13ll,674, or 
94.G per eent, were ou farms and mnges, ftnd 073,033, 
or 5.4 per cent, were in lmrn8 and inclo8m'es elsewhere. 
The number of milch cows on farms and ranges in rnoo 
exceeded that reported in 18HO by G2'7,'724, or 3.8 per 
cent. ln the North Atlantic states, the per cent of 
excess was 4.3; in the South Atlantic states, 1.0; in the 
North Centml :411tes, 3.0; in the South Central state8, 
2.4; and in the Western state.c:; and territories, 20. 2. 
In all of these geographic divisions the designation 
"milch cows" used in the enumeration of 1890 had 11 
meaning quite different :from the phrase "kept' for 
m.ilk," employed in 1900 in designating dairy cows. 

In the North Atlantic division the enumerators in 18110 
unquestionably reported under the designation ''milch 
cows" cows not kept for milk, as well as those kept 
for milk, while in 1900 they were separated into two 
classes. A comparison of the number of milch cows 
in 1880 and in 1890, with the total number of dairy 
and other cows in moo, indicates an increase in this 
geog-mphic division in whn,t were designated "milch 
cows" ten years ago, from 3,351,0Gl to 3, 718,135, or 
11.0 per cent. 

For Texas and other states where similar conditionH 
prev11il, it is very difficult to make any compariflon 
between the Jig·ures for 1890 11nd those for moo. The 
"milch cows" reported in Texas in 18HO numbered 
1,003,439, while the cows ''kept for milk" reported in 
moo numbered only 861,028. This 11pparent decrease 
WtLS accomp1tnied by ttn increase in the number of farm8 
from 228,126 to 852,190, or 54.t per cent. This increase, 
in all probability, measures the i.wtual increase in the 
dairy interests in Tex~s. The larg:e number of milch 
cows reported in 18HO must have included at least 50 per 
cent 0£ cows that wer.e not, in any strict sense of the 
word, dairy cows. This fact htts heen recognized, in a 
practieal way, by the Department of Agriculture in all 
of its subsequent estimates of the milch cows of thnt 
stftte. To a smaller extent, the reports of milch cow8 
in all the Southern and most of the Vv estern states 
included many cow8 of the same clrnracter. 

Taking· theBe facts into consideration, it becomes 
probable that, by the change in the chls8iiication of 
cows, the per cent of difference between the reports of 
the census of 1800 and that of 1900 is as grmtt for the 
entire country as in the North Atlantic division, ttnd 
that, had the undefined term " milch cows " been used 
i.n moo, as in earlier decades, the auimal8 reported 
under that head would have recorded 11n increase of not 
less than 10 and po::;sibly more than 15 per cent. 

INCREASE IN THE NUMBER 01!' " OTI-IIm COWS." 

There are many facts shown in the census reports of 
1890 and moo which indicate that the actual increase in 
the number of "other cows" has been as great as the 
iucrease in the number of cows kept for milk. Of 
6,285,2:60 Cftttle reported in 18HO on ranges in the South 
Central and vVestern divisions, the per cent of cows 
was 43.8. In the Western division, in moo, the cows 
constituted 54. 7 per cent of the total number of cattle, 
exclusive of calves. 'l'he corresponding per cent in 
the South Central states was 54. 3. 'l'he relative num
ber of cows, other than dairy cows, therefore, has 
increased materiiilly in the Vv e8tem and South Central 
divisions in ten ymirs. General information from the 
North Centml states points to a similar but smaller 
increase. 

INCREASE IN THE NUMBER OF CALVES. 

The statist.ies of calves for the two division,:,; tend, 
in a ~eneral way, to confirm the conclusions fated in 
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t_>revious pamgrapbs concerning the jncrease in the 
number of dairy and other cows since 18901 and that 
some calves were included with "other cattle." The 
number of calves dropped on farms in 188D, as reported 
by the census of 1890, was equal to 23, 9 per cent of the 
total number of cattle on hand.Tune 1, 1890. The mun
ber of ealvei; on hitncl ,June 1, 1900, w11s equaJ to 28.3 per 
cent of the number of all other eattle on lmnd at that 
time. As not all calves of moo bud been dropped hy 
June 1, and as many of those dropped in the North 
Atlantic, North Central, and South Athmtic divisions, 
prior to that elate, had been f:lhtnghterecl, the 28. 3 per 
cent given above does not fully express the rel!ttive 
number of calves dropped in moo. The calves must 
have constituted more than 30 per cent of the number of 
all other neat ('!tttle on hand, ,Tune 1, moo. 'This indicates 
that the incre!tse in the number of citlveH dropped wtts 

·as great as that in the numbLll' of eowi,;. In the mnge 
states, since the custom of Hp11ying lrnifors lms greatly 
decreused, tlrn cows iwailiihle for hreedi ng have in
creased faster than the number of thn stonk Oil fllLncl. 

DIWREASI•J IN 'l'Irn NUMBim ()Jo' BEJU' S'l'Imm<. 

'l'he increases in the acttml mid relative nmnhm·s of 
calves, clairy eows, and other eows during· the tcn-ymir 
period which ehronieles the actual decreai;e in thn nnm-

her of all neat cattle have necessarily been accompanied 
by a considerable decre!lse in the number of so-called 
beef cattle-steers 2 and 3 yei1rs old. The nnmher of 
cows and heifers 1 yettr old, .Tune 1, moo, wus 37,044,049. 
The eensns data, previously reviewed, indicate rtn in
crease of rtt lrn1st 10 per cent in the nnmber or these 
classes or cattle. Their numbers in 1890 could not, 
thefofore, have exceeded 33,500,000, and may lrnve been 
considemhly less. The totitl nnmber or neat cattle, in
cluding from 3,373,4:18 to 6, 74G,825 eitlvcs under 1 year, 
.Tune 1, 18BO, wns 57,648, 7H2. These foctH mulrn it prob
able that the 15,257,592 steers l year old, ;Tune 1, moo, 
were at least 1,0 and mn.y have been 25 per cent less tlmn 
the number of similar 1tnim11ls of tlmt age ten ym1rs 
before. 'l'ho figures previously passed in review, :;;bow
ing a decreai;e of 22.0 per cent from 1890 to 1900 in the 
average age nt which steer:; were marketed, make it 
probable that tlrn nmnber or steers over 1 year old had, 
decrettsecl nenrly if not quite 20 per cent. More steers nre 
being slimghtcred before maturity than formerly, and 
thii,; tendency more than offsets the rmmlts of improved 
hrecck 'L'he animals Hhtughtered in 1\)00 !tV(ll'ag'Cd 
slightly less in weight than ten ycitrs 'previous, and the 
stock for supplying prime hoof w11s decreased at least 
20 per cent helow norn!1tl, causing tt marked 11dvanee in 
vulnc. 

DAIHY COWS AND· rrHE DAIRY INDUS'l'RY. 

DAIRYINO IN THB EARI,Y HISTORY 01~ '.l'Bl~ COUNTRY. 

Although butter 1md cheese {m~ mentioned mnong the 
eurly export:-; from the colonial i,;ettlemnnts 1tlong the 
Atlantie coa:-;t, ditirying as it spocittl branch of agricnl
tm·e did not apprn11·, to 11ny extent, in the United States 
until well itlong in the Nineteenth Centnry, ttnd its hii,;
tory 1u; an inclni;try, tlrnrefore, is identified with the gen
eral industifal progrnss of the United 8tiLtes in the litst 
century. 

The mpid growth of' cities. and the developmm1t of 
transportation facilities have exerted a gToitt intlncncc 
in the.progross of this industry, inerrntHing tho denrnncl 
for dairy produce, nmking possible the delivery of 
such produce in cities at tt profit to the farmer, itnd 
thei·ehy inducing many to atlopt dairy farming as a 
specialty instead of following it as incidental to geneml 
agTiculture. 

In the early part of the Nineteenth Century, the meth
ods 11nd utensils used in dairying were very crude, and 
the milch cows 1\t that time belonged to mixed native 
stocks. Winter dairying was unknown. The cows 

, generally culved rn the spring, going dry in the fall or 
early winter, and often, through lack of proper care, 
dying of starvation or exi)osure. 

In some sections the milk was set in pans for the cream 
to rise, and in others the entire milk wnH churned, a 
method stm. practiced in the Southern ;;tates "1here but-

ter is made ovory chty. The butter 11nd cheese went to 
nmrket twico mtch year, in the spring and fall. The but
ter wai; commonly strong, if not mncid, and the cheese 
shiirp, and both brought low pnces. 

Until the middle of the Nineteenth Century, dairying 
was a Rpecialty in hnt fow Hnl·tions. In Herkimer 
county, N. Y., tho nrnking of ehnese W!l8 begun ahout 
1810. 1 It was tLt Jiri,;t produced in limited qrnmtities, 
the fm·mers foaring overproduction. The industry 
grnclually developed, however, imcl hy l8HO lmd hpcome 
qnite general in Herkinrnr 11nd adjoining counties. 

Prior to l81W, little chee:>e waH exported from the 
United States to Enropo. As m1111nfoeturcc1 in those 
early ye11ri,;, it was not cmrniclered llt for nmrket until fall 
or wi!1tel'. For for1',ign shipment; it was packed in 
large rough casks. With the growth or (\heese and but
ter exportation, the dairy industry i,;pread rapidly in the 
New Enghrnd states ttnd over New York, Ohio, and 
Pennsylvanhi,, until, by the middle of the century, the 
exports of cheese ranged from 8,000,000 to 17,000,000 
pounds annually. 2 

New York; Vermont, and Massuchusetts became es
pecially known for butter production. Omnge, Fmnk
lin, and Goshen butter, so called from the counties 

1 Article by X, A. Willard (in 1870) reprinted in YearlJook 
United States De1)artment of Agriculture, 1899, page 383. 

2 Alvord, "Dairy <levelopment in the United States." Pamph
let No. 29, page 384. 
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where produced, found a ready market at good prices, 
the brand known as '' Orange Uounty" being especially 
popular. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF CHEESE AND lJUTTER FACTORIES. 

The progress of dairying since 1850 is largely shown 
in the development of the factory system of making 
cheese and butter. 'rhe :first cheese factory in the United 
States was established in Oneida County, N. Y., in 1851, 
and by 1869 there were over 1,000 factories in the 
country. 1 The establishment of butter factories began 
11bont a decade after the opening of the first cheese fac
tory, the first creamery being started in Orange County, 
N. Y., in 1861.2 

The early cheese factories and creameries were purely 
cooperative concerns, and it i:; in this form, whether 
for the production of butter or cheese, that the system 
has usually extended into new territory. The pro
ducer:; coopcrnte, upon any agreed basis, in organizing, 
building, equipping, and managing the factory and dis
posing of its products. The operations are commonly 
directed by a board chosen by the members, althoug·h 
sometimes conducted by a single manager. All ex
penses are deducted from the gross receipts from sales, 
ancl the balance is divided pro rtita among the patrons 
upon the basis of the raw material contributed. An
other plan is for the plant to be owned by a joint stock 
comprLny, composed largely, if not wholly, of farmers. 
In this case interest on the capital invested is usually 
allowed and included in the current expenses. The 
propriet!Lry plan is also common. Factories on this 
plan are managed much like the others, except that the 
proprietor or company assumes all the risks and ex
penses of the business and buys the mi1k or cream from 
the producers at prices mutually agreed upon. 

The first cheese factories and creameries received 
milk direct from the farmers. About 1815, the farmers 
began to skim their milk and deliver the cream only. 
Later, branches of the creameries were opened for re
ceiving cream, which was shipped by mil or carried by 
team to the more remote central factories. 

The early butter factories allowed the milk to stan<l 
and the cream to ri::ie, under the conditions most favor~ 
able f01• the separation of the butter fats. This sepa
ration takes place naturally because the specific gravity 
of the milk serum, or skimmed milk, is grmtter than 
that of the cream. The same principle was given a new 
application by the introduction of the centrifugal sep
arator. This device, recently introduced into the 
United States from Europe, has radically changed many 
of the details of dairying. 

At the pre!3ent time most of the milk used by propri
etary creameries is bought on the basis of the percent
age of butter fat contained in it, determined by the 
Babcock tester, an invention of Dr. S. M. Babcock, of 
the Wisconsin Experiment Station. 

1 Yearbook, Department of Agriculture, 1899, page 385. 
2 Yearbook, Depnrtment of Agriculture, 1899, page 386. 

In 1846 experiments were begun in New York with 
a view of securing tt preserved milk that should be 
pui·c, wholesome, and palatable, rn1p!Lblc of being trans
ported long distances, and of being kept in trying cli
mates.· lt wu.s not until 1856 that the present method 
was devised. 3 Since that time the business of condens
ing milk has grown to great proportions and haH crcnted 
a market for large quantities of milk. 

For many years the milk supply of eities and towns 
was fumishcd by dairymen residing in the immediate 
vicinity. A few large cities and most of the smaller 
ones arc still supplied in this manner, hut the greater 
number of large cities now find the source of thoir milk 
supply at considerable distances, the milk being brought 
by special trains. The handling of this milk supply of 
farg·e cities has given rise to a complicated business, 
which can not be describl3d in this connection. Mention 
may be made, however, of sterilization of the milk, 
after which process it may be kept sweet and whole
f:lome for a long time. 
NUl\IBim AND v ALUE 0]' DArnY cows ON ]'AHMS AND 

RANGES. 

'rhe cows reported by the enumerators of the Twelfth 
Census under the head of '' cows kept for milk" may 
be briefly styled "d11iry cows." 

The dttiry cows in the United States, .June 1, 1900, 
numbered 18,112,707, of which 17,139,674, or 9~U) per 
cent, were on forms and mnges, and H78,033, or 5.4 per 
ceht, >vere in barm1 and inclosures elsewhere. The 
number and total value of chLiry cows on 'farms and 
ranges in the United States June 1, 1900, arc given in 
Tah1c 28, and their nvcrage value in 1\ible 34:. Both 
tables present these data by states and territories. 
Table 35 presents hy counties the number of cows re
ported on farms. A smnmary of the most import!Lnt 
facts of Tables 28 and 34:, in rehLtion to drLiry cows, is 
ghren in ti1ble CLVII by geographic divisiops. 

TABLE OLVII.-NUMBEH, VALUE, AND AVEHAGE VALUE 
OF DAIRY cows ON FARMS AND RANGES, JUNE l, moo, 
WITH PERCENTAGES, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

GEOGitAPllIC DIVISIONS. Number. V11lue. 
Por eent 

A vcrnge o( num· 
value. • bor in 

division. ___________ , ____ , _____ ------
'l'ho United States: •........ 17, 139, 674 $508, 7•J5, 131 $29. 68 . 100, O 

North Atlo.nti<l ...•..•••.......... 
South Atlantic .................. . 
North Central .........•.......... 
South Centrnl ............... .. : .. 
Western ......................... . 
Alaska and Hawaii. .. - ........•.. 

3, <196, 266 
1, 383, 319 
8,490, 28•1 
2,899, 236 

866, 528 
4,041 

1 Less tlmn one-ten th of 1 per cent. 

111, 830, 247 
80, 3\IG, 379 

267,404, 181 
68, 227, 921 
so, 698, 773 

128, 630 

31. 99 
21. 97 
31. 50 
23.53 
85.•13 
31.83 

20.4 
8.1 

49. 5 
16. 0 
5.1 

(I) 

0£ dairy cows on farms and ranges, 49.5 per cent 
were in the North Central division. The next largest 
number, 20.4 per cent, was in the North Atlantic divi
sion, and the smallest, 5;1 i1er cent, in the Western. 
The total value of dairy cows on farms and ranges was 
$508, 745,131, or 34:. 5 per cent of the value of all neat 
cattle on farms and rang·cs. The average value of these 
cows for the United States was $29. 68, being highest 

•Yearbook, Department of Agriculture, 1899, page 389. 
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in the Western division and lowest in the South Atlan
tic. Of the individunJ states and territories, Alaska 
reported the highest average, $62.31; Montana next, 
$41.89; and Florida the lowest, $13.31. There is a 
notice1Lble tendency in the Western states and ter
ritories to improve the quality of dairy cows. The 
South had the poorest quality of all kinds of neat cat
tle, as shown by the extremely low average values. 
This was especially noteworthy in Floridu. ancl in the 
southern parts of the states immecliutely north of 
Florida. 

DAIRY COWS NOT ON ll'ARMS OR RANGER. 

The dafry cows not on farms or mnges, .T uue 1, 1900, 
numbered 973,033. None of the cows of large dairies 
were included in this number, us all reports of three 
or more cows on schedule, form 7-340, wore accorded 
special treatment. Letters were sent to the owners in
quiring the area and vidue of the land used in the care 
of these cows, and the amount and value of the products 
obtained in 1899. Whenever the answers indicated that 
the constnnt scrdces of one person were required in 
caring for these cows, the establishment. to which they 
belonged wiis treated as a farm, and the cows were in
cluded with those on fn.nns. 

There was no separate tabulation of the number of 
barns and inelosqrcs containing dairy cows not on 
farms, but, as the number of neat cattle exclusive of 
cows, was relatively very small, it seems safe to assume 
that of the 801,817 inclosures reporting cattle of all 
kinds, at least 775,000 contained dairy cows. They 
were distributed among nearly as many owners, who 
kept them mainly, if not exdusively, for their own 
use, as will be shown later. But few d1Liry cows were 
reportcP. from the largest cities. They were found 
mainly in the smnJler cities, villages, and fanning com
munities. These cow:-J undoubte~ly supply, as a rule, 
not only the milk bnt tho butter u:;ed by those keeping 
them. Not less thnn one-half, ancl probably tt much 
larger proportion, of the milk was reserved for con
version into butter. The owners of a small proportion 
of these cows probably sold milk to their neighbors, 
but such sales eonld not have. been extensive, and tho 
families supplied with milk by the 973,033 cows could 
n9t have greatly exceeded that number. In the calcu
lations m1tcle in this report concerning the milk supply 
of the country, it will be assumed that these cows fur
nished th11t number of families with milk and cream, in 
addition to providing butter for not less than 500,000 
families. 

The valne of dairy cows not on farn:is or ranges was 
not ascertained by the enumerators, but the average 
could not have been less for any section than that of 
those on farms, and was probably somewhat larger. 
An approximate statement of the total value is obtained 
by assuming that the geneml average was the same as 
for dairy cows on farms, and this estimate is presented 
in table cr,vur. 

TABLE CLVIII.-NUMBER AND ESTIMATED VALUJ~ OF 
DAIRY cows, JUNE 1, moo, IN BARNS AND INCLO
SURES, NOT ON FARMS OR RANGES, WITH PERCENT
AGES, BY GEOGHAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

GEOGllAPHIC ll!VISIONH, Number. l~stlmntcci 
value. 

Percent 
of 

value. 

--------------!------- --··--·-- ---
The Unite(l States....................... 973, 033 $28, •187, ltri 100, O 

North Atlantic................................ 169, 410 5, •ll9, 7H 19. O 
SonthAtlantlc ................................ O:l,468 2,0f>S,492 7.2 
North Ccntrnl. ................................ •rn7,598 Ia,784,337 4.8,4 
Son th Contr11l................................. 203, 933 4, 798, MS ltl. g 
Western....................................... 68,015 2,431,029 8.5 

~~~~~k::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::::::: :::::::::: 
----------------·-~--~---

The distribution of these dairy cows hy geographic 
divisions was not greatly different from that of the 
cows on farms. Tho estimated value of these cows not 
on farms, $28,487,11.5, added to that of the eows on 
farms, makes a total of $537,232,246, which may be 
accepted as the total vllluc of cows kept mainly for 
milk. 

Dafry Oow8 1'.n Oiti'.e.9.-The census of 1900 wtts the 
first to eolloct statistics of the number of dniry cows 
kept within the limits of the leading eities. Th~se sta
tistics arc embodied in 'l'ahlcs 41 and 42, the formm· 
giving the totnl number by cities, and the lattor the 
number to 100,000 inhabitants. The animals included 
in those fables nro those reported on the regulttr farm 
schedule, and those reported on tl.te schedule for live 
stock not on forms. So. far as the greater cities are 
concerned, these tables include the cows tabulated in 
'l'ables 28 and 37. 

One of the mosf important facts brought into promi
nence by Tables 41 and 4:2 is that only a small relative 
number of the 973,033 cows not on farms were kept 
-within the limits of cities containing ove1· 25,000 inhab
itants. From these cities was reported ti total of 
15G,730 dairy cows, of which 90,HG were included in 
the totals of 'l'able 28 as cows on farms, while only 
·66,584 were reported as cows not on farms. In the 
cities co.ntaiping 100,000 inhabitants ancl over there 
were 88,600 dniry cows, of which 60,013 were on farms, 
and only 28,587 in barns and inclosurcs other than on 
farms; in cities containing 50,000 and less than 100,000 
inhabitants there were 20,978 cows, of which 12,246 
were on farms, and 14,732 not on farms; and in the 
cities of 25,000 and less than 50,000 inhabito.nts there 
:were 41,152, of which 17,877 were on farms, and 23,265 
not on farms. The fact that only 66,584, or less than 
7 per cent, of the cows not on farms or ranges were in 
cities of more than 25,000 inhabitants, fully demon
strates the statement above made, that these cows were 
mainly kept in the smaller communities for supplying 
individual families·with milk and cream, and incident
ally with butter, but were no material factor in provid
ing the milk purchased in thhi country. 

The average number of dairy cows of all kinds to 
100,000 inhabitants was 624 in cities containing over 
100,000 inhabitants. The corresponding number was 
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996 for cities containing 50,000 and less than 100,000 
people, and 1,469 in cities containing .25,000 aml less 
than 50,000, there being EL continued increase :from 
the group of largest cities to that of the smallest. 
Were the statistics for cities containing under 25,000 
inhabitants tabulated, they would show a much larger 
numl)er of cows to 100,000 inhabitants than do the 
larger cities. · 

Of the boroughs in Grea.ter New York, Manhattan 
reported only !) dairy cows to 100,000 inhabitants; 
Brooklyn, 212; Bronx, 770; Wchmond, 2,93fl; C-lneens, 
3,544; and the entire city, 337. 

Of the cities and boroughs cmitaining 100,000 inhabit
ants and over, Queens, a borong·h of Greater New York, 
reported the largest proportiom11 nurn her of dairy 
cows, 3,544 to every 100,000 inhn.bitants. Eleven cities 
containing over 100,000 inhabib111ts, and lmving forge 
i::lroportional numbers of dairy cows within their limits, 
are named in order. For every 100,000 inlmbitant:,;, St. 
Pn,ul had .2,689 cows; New Orlet111s, 2,208; Omaha, 2,0HO; 
Denver, 2,083; Minneapolis, 1,fl90; Los Angeles, 1,933; 
Kansas City, 1,930; St. Louis, 1,648; Memphis, 1,601; 
Worcester, 1,336; and San Francisco, 1,064. 

Of cities containing 50,000 and less than 100,000 
inhabitants, Des Moines, Iowa, had the largest pro
portionn,l number of cows, 4,458 to every i00,000 

• inhubifonts. Sioux City, Iowa, 1ed the lii:;t of citie:,; 
smaJler than 50,000, with a proportion of G,850 cows 
to every 100,000 inhabitants, qnd Council Bluffs, Iowtt, 
was second, with 5,058. 

Princi.pal .Dairy States.-.A belief: was long enter
tained that . successful dairying in A.rncrimt must be 
restricted to ft ''dairy belt" lying between the fortieth 
and forty-fifth p11rnJlels of latitude and extending from 
the Atlantic Ocean to the Missouri River. The true 
dairying districts were tho.:ight to lie sepamte sections, 
comprising in the aggregate not more than one-third 
of the m·en, of this belt. This idea has been exploded, 
for it bus been proven that lmttcr and cheese crm be 
made with profit in most parts of North America. 

Gencm1Iy :,;peaking, good butter can lie made w hcrever 
good beef can be raised. Advantages unquestionnbly 
exist in the climate~ soil, water, n.nd herbage of certain 
sections, but these faetors are largely under control, 
and what is lacking in natural conditions can be sup
plied by good judgment and skill. Thus, while dniry
ing is an intensified bmnch of agriculture, constituting 
the Jen.ding interest over hirgo areas where imtural and 
commerciul advantages n,re greatest, the industry is 
found well established in certain localities iu almost all 
parts of the conn try, and has been successfully developed 
in unexpected places under what might be considered 
very unfavorable conditions. 

Owing to the different conditions under which dairy
ing is conducted in the various.parts of the country, it 

is difficult to n,dopt any very satisfactory basis of ar
rangement of the states and territories according to their 
relative importance. The order differs as preference is 
given to one or another feature of the industry. 

H the number of dairy cows, June 1, 1900, be taken 
as a basis, the 10 most important states arranged in or
der of rank are as follows: New York, 1,501,()08; 
Iowa, 1,423,648; Illinois, 1,007,664; Wisconsin, HD8,397; 
Pennsylvania, 943,773; Texas, 861,023; Ohio, 818,239; 
Missouri, 765,386; Minnesota, 753,632; and Kansas, 
676,456. 

If prime consideration be given to the gallons of milk 
produced in 1899, the states rank in the following or
der: New York, 772, 7H9,352; lown,, 535,872,240; Penn
sylvnnia, 487,033,818; Wisconsin, 472,274,264; Illinois, 
457,106 1995; Ohio, 425,870,394; Michigan, 300,617,0±G; 
Minnesota, 304,017,106; Missouri, 258,207,755; und 
Texas, 251,342,698. 

If greittest weight be given to the farm value of chtiry 
produce, the order is as follows: New York, $55,474,-
155; Pennsylvania, $35,860,110; Illinois, $29,638,619; 
Iowa, $27,516,870; Wisconsin, $26, 779, 721; Ohio, 
$25,383,627; Michigl:).n, $16,903,087; Minne:,;ota, $161-

623,460; Texn,s1 $15,510,978; and Missouri, $15.042,360. 
With respect to the number of farms which derived 

their principal income in 1899 from dairy produce, the 
states rank in the following order: New York, H7,457 
forms; Pennsylvania, 32,600; Wisconsin, 25,246; Maine, 
17,740; Vermont, Hi,700; Illinois, 15.,602; JVfossachu
sctts, 14,000; Michigan, 14,116; Ohio, 12, 7GS; and 
Arkansas, 10,238. 

From every point of view, New York ranked as the 
leading diiiry state. The relative rank of the others 
varied according to the bttsis of arrangement. In the 
North Atlantic division dairying wns the principal :,;ource 
of income on a 1arge proportion of the ft1rms reporting· 
cows· the ratio of such farms to all farms being hig·her ' ' . 
than in any other clivi::don. The Central Y\T ce:t had 
great numbers of dairy cows, but they were kept a! 
incidentnl to the more general live-stock interests, or 
to other bmnche::; of agriculture. The value of dairy 
produce appcn,rs to have been !ITfluenced somewhat by 
nearness to markets and also by the average prochwtion 
per form. Moreover, where the dairies were large and 
were operated to supply city markets, the avemge 
quality of the butter and cheese produced was higher. 
All such factors assisted in modifying the rank of the 
states with reference to farm values of dairy produce. 

DAIRY COWS ON FARMS OF SPEOIFIED AREA. 

Table OLIX presents some of the salient facts concern
ing the number of dairy cows on farms of specified 
areas. These facts are derived ffom Tn,blc 32, which 
gives, by states and territories, more detailed statistics 
for all domestic animals. 
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'l'A11LE CLIX:.-TOTAL NUMBER OF FARMS, NUMBER REPORTING DAIRY COWS, NUMBER OF DAIRY FARMS, AND 
:NUMBER OF DAIRY COWS IN THE UNITJW STATES ON FARMS CLASl:\IFIED BY AREA, Wl'l'll PERCENTAGES 
AND AVERAGES. 

FARMS C!.MSIFrnn BY ARl~A IN ACRER. 

'l'hc United Stntcs ............................................ .. 

Undcr3 ..•.••.•..•...•..•..•.......................................... 
3 iinrl unclcrlO ....................................................... . 
10 ancl un<lcr 20 ................................••..•........•......... 
20 iincl under 50 ..................................................... . 
50 1mcl under 100 .................................................... . 
100 nnd un<lcr 175 ................................................... . 
1751111<1 under 2GO ................................................... . 
260 iiml nn<ler 500 .................................................. .. 
500 and under 1,000 ................................................. .. 
1,000 nnd over ....................................................... . 

Number of 
fl1l'illB. 

5, 780, 657 
:::-::::::..~~--==-

41, 882 
220, 50•1 
407, 012 

1, 257, 78fl 
l, 366, 167 
11 4221 B28 

4110, 10<! 
B77, 902 
102,5'17 

47, 27li 

Fm·ms report· 
Ing cl11lry 

cows. 

4, 51'1, 210 
~=·==-~ 

17, 778 
lOf>, 9.J4 
210, 72H 
829, 0011 

1, 150, 208 
1,20·1,(H}fl 

454, 210 
3<11l, •191 

{12, 6811 
3U, 881 

Diilry 
farms. 

am,r.w 
~=:::::: 

fi,HU 
10,0B\l 
20, r,02 
5Y, O(iG 
UO,l:IH 

llH, 9~12 
3fi, 183 
20,f117 

t.1,f1li1 
1, 780 

1icr cent of Por <~cntof 
1111 limns nil fltrmH NnmhL~r of 
reporting tlmt.nre l11iiry 1:ows. 

do.lry <mws. r:~~;~~~. 

78. G l' I) ),.:.. 

-:.:.:::;-.. ":''::::;::=:= ::;:.::::~_;;.:.:,_-;-.;:-...:.:::::: 

'12.4 12.'I 
<Jn, 8 G. 7 
r.1.8 5. 0 
G5. \I 4. 7 
8·1. 2 G.r. 
88.9 7.4 
(12. 7 7. 2 
92.5 fi,·1 
\lll.'1 4. •I 
88.3 3.8 

-

17, mu, ll?-1 

UU,fi82 
lR•J, 2•1D 
srio,orn 

1,m!2,5M 
B,•JfN,2B2 
fi,407,990 
2.mm,287 
2,2HO,fl'17 

GH8,Hlfi 
37fi,~·H 

Avor1tgo 
n111nher to 

forms 
r<~]llll'lillg, 

:l.8 

8, 7 
l. 7 
1. 7 
2.0 
H. 0 
<1.8 
fi.8 
6. 5 
7. •1 
u. r. 

·------------~----~-----'-----'----'-----'------''------

The average number of cows, which wn,s smallest 011 
farms contn.ining from 3 to 20 acres, incrcas<~d mo~·e or 
less regularly in tho succeeding groups. The avemge 
number of cows on ·farms containing less than 3 acres 
was more than twice tho number on farms of the next 
larger group, owing to the i11clm1io11 of the numerous 
small dairy :forms in 01· nertr cities, as explained in the 
discussion of fable XLIY. 

DtLiry cowt:i were reported by 02. 7 per cent of the 
farms contnfoing :from 175 to 2()0 acres, and of such 
farms 7. 2 per eent deifrocl their principal income from 
dairy produce. The smttllcst per cent of farms with 
dairy cows was nmong those with less than 3 acres. 
The nrnxirnnm per cent of dnfry farms to all farms, with 
the exception of farms under 3 acres, was found in the 
group o·f farrm; contttining :from 100 to 175 1tcres. 

DAIHY cows ON" l!'AR.\IS 01!' Sl'EOnmm l'RINCil'AL sounm; 
OF INCOME. 

Table cLx r;nnmmrizes tho most import.ant :racts of 
'.l'n.ble i33, refating to the mun bcr of ch1iry cows on farms 
classified by principttl source of income. 

T.rn!,E CLX.-T01'AL NUMBlm OF FARMS AND NUMBER 
REPORTING DAIH.Y COWS, IN· GROUPS OF FARMS 
CLASSIFIED BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, AND 
NUMBER OF COWS UPON THESE FARMS, WITH AVER
AGES AND PEIWENl'AGES. 

NUMBim :u, I F.~~~sB~~~Pg~T-1· 
!',\RMS. ING DAll\Y 

CQWS, I 

NUM!llm o~· DAIRY 
cows. 

FARMS Cl.ASSll'IED IlY ----·· 
Pll!NCIPAI, SOURCE 

-11----··--! ---,..--....---

OF JNCO~rn. 

Tot1tl. 
!'er 
cent 
of 

total. 

'l'otnl. 
I 1er 
cent 

of 
totiil. 

'fotnl. 

Ave~- Per 
~i~ centof 

farm totiil 

report· gr;~~ip 
Ing. ·• 

------ .. ----- ------ -------
Tol11l ........... 5, 7311, Gf17 100 .. 0 l'I, 514, 210 100. 0 17,130,674 3. 8 100, 0 

=-···-~====.:.::= 
HIL)' nnrl grain ....... 1, 319, 856 23, O l, 002, 201 22. 2 s, 553, 322 8. 5 20. 7 
Vegctlthles.. .... •• ... 155, 898 2. 7 90, 2•14 2. o 226, 004 2. 5 1. 3 
Fruit8................ 82,170 1.4. 49,871 1.1 110,168 2.2 0.6 

TABLI~ CLX.-TO'fAl~ NUMBER OF FARl\{S AND NUMBER 
HEPOB!flNG DAIIW COWS, IN GIWUPS OF FARMS 
CLASSIFIED BY PmNCIPAL soumm OF INCOME, AND 
NUl\rnmi OF cows UPON 'l'HEHE li'ARlvIS, WI'l'H it VER
AGES AND PEHCENTAG.ES-Continned. 

- .. 

NUMBim Olo' 
]1~AltMS, 

!'ARMS CI,ASSll'l!W IlY -
l'll!NC!J>AL SOUltCIJ: 

-------

OF JNCO~m. Per 
'.roil<!. etmt 

or 
lottil. 

"" ______ --
,f>01J, 7111 27. 3 
am, fi7H 6.2 
100, 272 1.U 

'071, 5'15 18. 7 
5,717 0.1 
7,BH 0.1 
6, 159 0.1 
2,029 

i~ l <fol 
fil2 

059,411i &5 

Live stock ........... l 
Dti!ry produee ...... . 
rrobn.cuo .............. . 
Cotton ............... 1 
Rico ................ . 
Sugnr .............. .. 
mowers 1mrl pl1mlH •• 
NnrHcry prod nets ... . 
1'nro ................ . 
corrcc ....•....... ...• 
Mlsccllnneous ....... 1, 

--
NllMilmt OF 

l'AltMB IUlPOltT· 
lNO DAIRY 

C0\1'8, 

-·----·-

J>er 
1'oll'1. emit 

ol 
tottil. 

-----
1, 409, 8•13 31.2 

ll57, 578 7. 9 
78, 023 1. 0 

O•M,61'1 1'1.3 
2,052, 0.1 
•J,024 0.1 

!110 

It 809 
20 
85 

877, 570 
. ........ 

NUMmm 01•' DAIRY 
cows. 

AYL~l'- Per tu..fe llClltOf 
1'olnl. ]llH' tot11l form Jn 

l'('Jllll't· 
Ing, gnrnp. 

·----- ------
5, R52, 815 4,2 tH.2 
3, 4211 73:3 !I.ti 20.0 

145, 097 2.0 0,8 
1, 810, •191 2.0 7.7 

7,IJ.10 Vl 0.1 
U,989 8 •) 0.1 
1, fi•l•l 1.7 

m 
2, 121 2.6 

00 3.0 
•13•1 5.1 

2, •Hill, r,55 2.8 U.5 

1 Less tlrn.n one-tenth of 1 pl!r mmt. 

The cl11iry forms, .Tune 1, moo, constituted ll. 2 per 
cent o-f'all farms, 7. 0 per cent of those reporting chtiry 
cows, and reported 20.0 per cent of the total numhcr of 
such cows. The iwcmge number of cows pm· dairy farm 
was D. 6, or nearly three timc:-i the avemge on all :farms, 
and more thn.n that of n.ny other gronp classified on the 
basis of source of incomQ. 

No fable shows the incidental 1rntnrc of tho drtiry in
dustry better than docs tn.blo CLX. Of nJl forms, 78. 6 
per cent reported cows, but only (i.2 per cent m11clc dairy 
produce the principn.l source of their income. The 
industry is a great one, but its grc11tness consists more 
in its contribution to the food supply of those gaining 
lt livelihood in other branches of agriculture than in the 
number of those who by it arc able to maintain them
selves llS farm owners or tenn.nts. 

Table cLxr summarizes, by f:itn.tes 11nd territories, the 
salient :facts concerning d11iry cows on dairy farms and 
those on 1111 other farms treated n.s a single cl11ss. 



c1xx STATISTICS OF AG RIOULTURE. 

TABLEl CLXI.-NUMBER OF DAIRY FARMS AND OF OTHER FA.RMS, JUNE 1, 1900, WITH THE TOTAL AND AVERAGE 
NUMBER OF DAIRY COWS PER FARM, AND AVERAGES FOR THE FARMS REPORTING SAME, BY STATES AND 
TERRITORIES. 

DAIRY FARMS, OTHER !•'ARMS, 

Cows. Number oi cows. 
STATES AND TERIUTORIES, 

Nnrnber. 

The United States . . . . . . .. . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. . . .. . .. .. . . . 357, 578 

Total 
number. 

3, 421, 733 

Avcmge 
number 

per farm. 

9.6 

North Atlnntle division............................................... 174, 910 1, 859, r,33 10. 6 
---·-~--11---~-•1--~-

l\faine ....... .... . . .. .. .... . . .. ...•. ........................... •... 17, 7'10 83, 293 'J. 7 
NewHnmpshiro................................................... ·9,7S8 70,788 7.2 
Vermont.......................................................... 16,700 199,503 12.0 
M11ss£1chusetts.. .. . . .. . .. . . . . . . ... .. . .. . . . . ... . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . . 14, 900 136, 999 9. 2 
Rhode Islnnd.. .. .. . . . . .. . . . . . ... . .. . . . . . . . . • . .. . .. .. .. .. . . .. . . .. .. 1, 470 15, G09 10. G 
Connecticut....................................................... 81 296 7'1, 051 8, 9 
New York.......................................................... 67, 457 922, 128 18. 7 
New Je1·sey.... .. . . . . . . ... . . . . • . . . • • . . . . . • . . . .. . .. . . . . . .. .. . . . . .•. . 5, 959 72, 2'11 12.1 
Pennsylvania . .. .. . . .. . .. .. . .. . . .• . .. .. . ... . .. . . . . .. . . . . .. . .. . . . .. 32, 600 28•1, 921 8. 7 

South Atlantic division . . . . .. . • .. ... .. . ••. . ••. • . . . . . . . . .. . .. . . .. . . ... . 11, 671 

Delaware ............................................ .' ........... __ i---5-38-

:r.Inryland .......... :. . . ... . . . . ... . . • .. .. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . .. . .. . . 3, 0-!l 
District of Columbia. .. . . . .. . . . .. . • . . • •.••... .• .. . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . . .. 75 
Virginia..... .. .. . .. . . . . . .. . . . . . . . • . . . • • . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . .. 1, 621 
West Virginia...................................................... 1, 828 
North Ca.rolina ................................... _... .. . . . ... . .... DI7 
South Carolina.................................................... •142 
Georgia, ........................................... ·................. 1, 353 
Florida . .. . . . . .. . . . . . . • . .. . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . .. . 1, 853 

93, 931 

5, 368 
26, 533 
1,097 

15, 093 
10,201 

·l,815 
3,827 

11,078 
15, 919 

8.0 

10.0 
8.7 

14.6 
9.3 
5.6 
6.3 
8.7 
8.2 
8.6 

North.Central division................................................ 108, •103 978, 727 9. o 

F£1rms 
Number. reporting 

dairy cows. 'l'otttl. 

5, 382, 079 la,717, 9.Jl 

502, 596 ·103, 332 1, 636, n:m 
41, 559 31, 421 DO, 209 
19, 536 12, 731 •H,2·1H 
16, 404 12, 577 70, 5Ul 
22,815 13, 262 •17,563 
•l,028 2,577 8,0f>l 

18, 652 13, 201 52, 383 
159, 203 128, 909 579, •180 
28,UUl 21, 218 85,16ti 

191, 6·18 16i, ·136 6fl8, 852 

950,55'1 032,fi.19 1, 28\l, :lM8 
1-----1----~-11--·~--

9,1'19 7, 151 27, 22;l 
•12,071 32, 968 120, 751 

19·1 94 lfl•l 
106, 202 125, 168 266, 783 
91, 046 78, 6•19 lil5, •JOO 

223, 720 143, 686 228, 363 
154, 913 81,0H 122, 857 
223, 338 1-H, 691 2G·l, !J.lti 
'88, 961 19, 251 62, Ull 

2, 088, 164 1,817,010 7, f>ll, /'lr>7 
-------1-----1----11----

0bio................................................. .............. 12,768 121,323 9.5 263, 951 231, 637 G91l, 916 
215,559 187, 079 530, 389 
2•18,549 215, 023 801, 818 
189, 145 161, 80·1 489,8ti2 
14•1, 549 130, 890 756, 8·W 
145,410 130, 189 G76, 358 
220,9•J.J 202, 598 1, 3·19, 188 
278, 805 23,l, 119 717, 6:l8 

44, 136 33,8'18 117, 93!! 
50,647 42, 222 250, 162 

118,692 103, 080 •188, 933 
167, 717 1'14,521 635, [>12 

Indiana ........ :.................................................. G,338 48,887 6.9 
Illinois . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . .. . . . .. • . • . . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . . . . .. .. .. . . .. .. 15, 602 205, 846 13. 2 
Michigan ..................................... .'.................... H,116 74,°'13 5.2 
Wisconsin ................. , . . . . .. • . . . . .. . .. . . .. . . . . .. .. .. . .. .. . .. . 25, 2'16 2•11, 5<J8 9. G 
Minnesota......................................................... 9, 2·19 77, 274 8.4 
Iowa.............................................................. 7,678 74,460 9.7 
Missouri........................................................... 6, 021 47, 74a' 7. 9 
North Dakota .. . .. .. .. .. . .. . .. . . .. . . .. . . . . .. .. . .. .. . .. . .. . . . . . . ... 1, 196 7, 671 · 6. s 
South Dalrota ..... ..... ............ ........................... .... 1, 975 • 20,472 10.•1 
Nebraska.......................................................... 21 833 23,611 8.3 
Kansas . . . . .. . .. . . . . .. .. .. . . . . . .. . • . . . . .. .. . . .. .. .. . . .. .. .. . . .. . . . . 5, 381 40, 9•1·1 7. 6 

1, 623, 226 1, 156,'581 2, 71'1, 612 

232, 22·! 187, •JG2 345, 512 

South Central division .. .. .. . .. .. ... . . . . .. . . .. .. .. .. . .. .. . . .. .. . . . . . . . B•l, 910 184, 62,J 5. 2 

Kentucky .....................•.................................. '.1---2-, 4-'1-3·11---1-8-,6-1-8·1---7. 6 11-----1-----11----
'l'ermesseo .. • . . .. . . • •• • • • . . • • •• ... • . • . . . . . . . .. .. . . . .. .. . .. . . . • . •• . • 1, 850 12, 962 7. o 
Alabama........................................................... 7, 5°'1 28, 299 3.1 
Mississippi........ .. .. . .. .. . . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. .. .. . . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . 2, 905 14, 480 4. 9 
Loulshtna .......................................................... 1,6•16 15,787 9.6 
Texns................. ... .. . . ...................................... ,!, 068 43, 085 9. 4 
Okl11homa....... .. . . ........ .. .. . .. .. . .. .. .. . .. . .. . . .. .. . . . . . . . . .. B, 238 18, 131 5. G 
Inc1i1m Territory .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . .. . .. . .. .. .. . . .. .. . . . • .. . .. 388 6, 237 16. l 
Arknnsas . .. . .. .. . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . .. . .. . .. . .. .. . . .. . . • . . .. .. 10, 238 Sl, 530 3.1 

Western dlvlslon . . .. . . •. . . .. . .. . . ... . . . . .. . .. . . .. .. .. . . .. .. . .. .. . . . .. . 27, 620 
1----

Montana . . . . . . . . . .. . .. . .. . .... .. .. . . . .. .. . . . . .. . .. .. . . .. . .. . . . . . . . 1, 153 
Wyoming.......................................................... 486 
Colornclo .......................................................... 3,867 
New:Mexico....................................................... 082 
Arizona .......................................................... . 
Utah .............................................................. . 
Nevnda ........................................................... . 
Idaho ................................................... : ......... . 
Washington ...................................................... . 
Oregon ...........................•........................•....... 
Cullfornla ........................................................ . 

472 
1,815 

228 
1, 985 
4,495 
3,751 
8,086 

Alnska •..........................•................................•.....•.••....... 
IIawa.ii . . .. . . .. .. .. .. .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . • .. .. . .. . .. .. • .. . . . . . . . . . .. . .. . S•i 

304,198 

11,293 
3,024 

34,851 
5,447 
5, 870 
11,~51 

S,122 
10, 795 
85,075 
so, 063 

158, 307 

11.0 

9.8 
6.2 
9.0 
8.0 

11 .. 1 
. 6.5 
13. 7 

5. ,1 
7.8 
8.0 

17.G 

620 18. 2 

222, 773 177, 175 308, 7f4 
215, 716 1'16,923 255, 90{ 
217, 888 lil6,842 28'1, 838 
11'1,323 62, 321 169, 028 
847, 522 255, 769 817, 338 
59, 257 43, 321 147, 721 
45, 117 31, 271 104,•J:iO 

168,456 115, 997 2Hl, 0·17 

215, 288 HG, 779 502,:UW 

12, 217 8,373 33, 7'13 
5, 609 3,383 15,2·18 

20, 833 H,802 65, 205 
11, 629 3,362 11, 328 
5,337 1,981 12,595 

17,572 14, 766 5-1, 05'1 
1, H5G 1, 456 10, 48·1 

15,486 10, 943 41, 13'1 
28, 707 21,547 72,157 
32, 086 25,663 92, 38•1 
63, 856 ,10, 503 153, 938 

12 13 
2,239 278 3,408 

Average 
per iurm 

reporting. 

3.S 

4.1 
-----

2.9 
8.5 
6.6 
3.6 
3.1 
4.0 
4.5 
4.0 
3.9 

2.0 

3.8 
3.7 
1.6 
2.1 
2.5 
1.6 
1. 0 
1.8 
3.8 

4.1 

3.0 
2.8 
8.7 
3.0 
5.8 
6.2 
6. 7 
8.1 
3.5 
5.9 
4,7 
'l. •! 

2.3 

1.8 
1.7 
1. 7 
2.1 
2.7 
3.2 
3.4 
3.3 
2"1 

3.8 

•1.0 
•1.5 
4.'l 
3.4 
6.4 
3. 7 
7. 2 
3. 8 
3. 3 
3.6 
8.8 

4.3 
12.3 



DAIRY COWS AND rrHE DAIRY INDUS1.1RY. clxxi 

The average number of cows to each dairy form in 
the United States was 9.G, n.nd to each of the "other 
farms," 3.3. By groups of states the average number 
per ditiry farm was largest in Hawaii, where it was 
18.2. In the Western division it was 11.0; in the North 
Atlantic, 10.6; and in the South Centml, only 5.2. On 
:farms other than dairy :farms, the average number of 
dairy cows, by groups of states, was highest in Hawaii, 
12.3, and lowest in the South Athtntic division, 2.0. In 
the South Central it was 2.3, and in the North Atlantic 
and the North Centrn,l, 4.1. 

Attention is especially called to the farge number of 
states in which there were less tlmn 2 dairy cows to n, 
farm, showing that cows in those states were kept exelu
"lively for the needs of home consumption. Great mun
bers of farmers in all pitrts of the country thus kept 
cows. The number of forms with less than 3 cows each 
was at Jen.st 1,000 000, not including any farms without 
cows. 

pAIRY l!'ARMS. 

Table OLXII gives, hy geogmphic divisions., a sum
mary of the statistics of dairy forms f:riven in Table 16. 



clxxii STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE. 

TABLE OLXII.-NUMBER A.ND ACREAGE OF DAIRY FARMS AND VALUE OF SPECIFIED FORMS OF FARM PROPERTY, 

========="c~-===-=·=========.cc. -·-·-·-------·-···---·-.=.=.===~=.=:· ========·-c:--=====cc=:.= 
NUMDER. OF FAmls.ll---A-C-'R_E_A..,.(_rn_.,_J_u_N_E_l,...,1_9_0_0. ___ 11-------,,-"-A-LU_E_o_1'_FA-,R_~_r_P_n_o_P_E_n_T_Y_,-,J_u_N_E_1 __ ._rnoo. 

ST.ATES AND TERnlTORIES. 

Total, 
With 
lmllc1-
h1gs. 

Total. 
Per 

Improved. cent im
proved. 

To till. 

Lancl and 
improve

ments (ex
cept build

ings). 

Iluil<lings. 
Implenrnnts 

nnrl 
1nuchinery. 

LiYO fitOL'k. 

1 '.l'hc United Sttites·.... 357,~;:- Sfil, 7·17 ··!ii, 283, ll71 \ 22,orn,227 ~ ~. tlU3,4G:,,-3~- $954,389,210 i425,557,33f> $71, 9Hi,2•11 $2-11,i;o~~~ 
2 NorthAtllmtie rliviHian .... 1174,910- 173,030 W,~~~si~~=-5s-:-i~ - ii~0i~~~~ ""'.!'1~101;415 ---2s0,;l1o,8~;- - .lf>,ti82_0<;~ 'iiii,~;;,~,,; 

ilfttinc ....... -•• - ...... ~.·I 17, 740 17, IH·t 11 781\ 28Ci 0081 880 37. 5 38, 751, 782 14, 6'11, 210 15, 243, 040 !.!, 783, :.mo o, UHJ, !!i2 
4 New Hnmpshirc ........ I 9, 788 9, 730 1, 20.J, [107 .fl!I, 038 32. 4 33, 802, 43:! 13,215,105 13, 498, 392 2, lM, 841 .1, !IS{,li\Jii 
5 Vermont ............. --1 rn, 700 16, G97 2, ri:is, 948 1, 198, 2fi3 47. 2 03, 2iil, 427 2G, 534, 830 21, 060, lliO 4,'lfi3, 190 11, 20:1, ~-17 
6 Mnssnclmsetts .......... 

1 

14, !100 1'1, 700 l, 4•12, 9'17 032, 098 43. 8 85, im, 721 39, 931, 8•10 31, 812, 980 4, 212, 020 U, 236, R'l 
7 Hhoclo Isltmrl........... 1,.170 l, 4li0 151, GfiO lH, fiOO ·12. f> 10, 597, 939 5, GOG, 200 a, 2.J<I, 680 ·177, 540 1, 20\l, .tfiQ 

8 Connecticut ............ l 8, 2[16 8, 213 87fl, 975 422, 234 48. O 41, 332, 713 19, 088, 150 15, 313, 580 1, 907, 300 :;, ll2:l, lis~ 
9 I NcwYork .............. /· G7,4fi7 07,138 8,700,442 5,859,f>R-i 67.3 352,9u3,9G4 172,900,420 106,723,010 18,129,300 55,1.11,~2.1 

10 i NewJm·scy ............. , fi,fl59 [i,884 011,933 ·Hl,906 72.2 •lli,790,712 22,790,610 15,G28,1GO 2,118,•130 5,2-17,f•l~ 
11 

1 I'cuns~·lvn.nfa .......... / 32, GOO 32, 2G·l 2, 803, 07ll 2, 030, 88~ 72. 1 103, 102, 562 10'1, 800, 900 58, 080, 810 9, •ISO, 880 l!O, 711, 8S2 

12 Son th Atltmtic <llvisl1 m .... 1 11, Gil 11, rnr. 1, 207, 013 G·l2, :llG fil. 1 54, 72•!, 7'15 33, 802, 420 12, 802, •110 1, 744, 500 G, ~Si1, .Jlf> 

13 Duln.wu.re .......... ~ ••.. 1 Oas 535 ---- 50,0flG 1--- l39,5ciG--;;:7,"G ~118,202 3
1
335i170 1,37f>,850 211,•1'10 ·1:..!fi,i-1:1 

H Mnrylnud ......... :.. .. 3, on a, 002 2ll2, 2fi9 205, 170 70. 2 20, 730, G57 12, 490, 760 5,307, 790 7<l0, 670 2, 111,.1:l7 
15 DIHtrlct uf Cnl nmbitL... 75 7fi ·1, 173 2, r.~o GO. o 4, 077, ml 3, 407, 800 5'14, '110 48, 770 ~1, 171 
16 Vlrglnln................ 1, 62,1 1, 580 , 2rn, 5:11 131, 477 1\U, o 81018,313 5, 501, 310 1, 890, 590 23•1, 110 Uo•l, ::u:1 
17 WestVlrgln!t1 .......... 1,828 1,7881172,709 102,<i71 fl9.1 5,871,400 3,080,GGO 1,246,0GO 149,400 7Ui1,:l·IO 
rn North Cnroliu11......... \117 874 105, 8U3 37, 928 3f>. 8 1, 99·1, 120 1, 030, 480 582, ~10 79, 280 3tll, Hf1G 
rn south Cnrolina......... 4'12 ·.!27 7·1, 222 17, Ofil 23, o 1, 180, 409 049, 930 272, 8\10 4H, 070 2!1, lill9 
W Georgia ................. I 1, Sfi3 1, 316 : lfi.1, O(l.l fi:l, 178 3•1. ·i ·1, OH, 777 2, 418, 720 350, 370 123, 000 ll2~, 1127 
21 Floricln ................. 1 l,81'i3 l,5UU: 188,lHG 52,6'15 28.8 2,88U,GUO 1,377,590 G05,9·10 96,700 7.w,aao 

22 North Central division •••.. 1 108,403 106, 172 12~ml, 7(12_ ~_2· •113, ·18·1 ~ 5641280, 038 369, 249, 320 100, 731, 330 17,•181, 3•15 ____2lJ.~~·l, 013 

23 Ohlo .................... i 12,7GS 12,523 1,128,BSO: 77-1,200 08,G G5,73f1,fl24 •12,830,650 13,307,730 1,888,780 7,7UH,tlti·l 
24 Ind!tmtt ... ' .•••••••••• • i G, 338 6, 150 ·1H8, U<Jfi i 300, ·192 72. 3 28, 181, OO!l 19, 020, 980 5, 050, 760 7·11, 200 a, B1l:J, Gll2 
25' JllinoiK ................. i 15, 002 rn, 227 1, G7a, 270 I 1, 318, 710 7R. 8 120,.102, O·M oo, 827, r.oo 20, 077, 220 3, mo, 100 1·1, 7.Ji, ll:l·l 
20 Mich!gan ............... i H,110 13,8•1G l,n7r.,atn; ooo,m11 Gl.·l 40,sso,7nH 28,48·1,330 10,470,890 l,87u,ono ll,om,HH3 
27 WlsC<Jll8ill .. - '. - ........ : 2/i, 2'lli 2·1, 972 2, G87, 2llll 1, 582, 120 C.0, 0 138, lfili, 71B 89, lfiG,'170 27, 180, OGO 4, 870, 780 lli, U·l~,.m3 
28 Milll1CHDhL ...... - ....... i o, 2·10 9, 124 1, ORS, U8H f>GO, ·l2"! 52. 0 :rn, Ol0,fifi5 23, 515, ,100 G, 448, GOO 1, 2oa, rior. fi, 0$1, UllO 
29 Iowu, ........... ~ .••.. - - ! 71 fl78 7, Glfi RGO, 0-lU ti98, 5·l2 81. 2 49, oa5, P.~·1 32, 868, 850 7, fiOGJ 810 1, M)·l, 210 7/1ill1 u:n 
30 MisHonri................ ll, 021 fl, 81.7 : 577, 5i5 ;lf>f>, 7G3 Gl. 6 27, GGO, 208 18, 07•1, 000 4, 0\11, 8fi0 lllO, U70 !l, U7ti, 7KS 
31 NorthDnlwt<t. ......... 1,HIG 1,1'10! 2GG,O~\I 78,'0-15 29.3 3,278,2fi2 l,59[>,530 3lH,7fiO 17-1,0UO l,lii:l,88~ 
32 Son th D1ilrnt11 ........ .,. 1, 975 1, 008 i li03, 110 26:l, 039 43. 7 7, 50·1, 289 3, 088, 240 063, 920 278, 820 2, 273, :100 
3<l No!Jraskn ............... · 2,83a 2,710 iiH,a28 2·1Ci,Ofi0 40.1 11,507,430 G,GGl,880 l,<106,7GO. :um,200 2,U~U,MO 
3'1 K1ms11H ......... - .. .. .. • . 5, 381 [>, 132 970, 713 f>08, 80~ [11, 9 19, 373, 8•H 11, 318, 700 2, 981, 980 0·18, 080 ·i, 42;,, 08·1 

I 
35 South Uentml clivM"u ..... : 3·1, 9-10 33, 70·1 4, 05(1, 20-1 1, 207, G9·1 211.8 

------- ·-- 1---.. ---:------1----
36 
37 
88 
30 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 

Kcntucky ............. " 2, 443 2, 371 218, •102 Hl, 30fi 
'£enncssee •............ ~ ! 11 800 l., i9G lGD, 003 SI], 858 
Alnbamn ............... ! 1, fi04 7, 2G9 ll30, 323 180, lltl 
lliiHRi".8ipPl ............. 1

1

' 2, 905 2, 910 359, 0·18 ~r,, 173 
Lcmismntt .. .. . . • . • • • .. • 1, G·10 1, 075 1411, 2rir. •19, 275 
•rcxRs .. .. .. .. . • • • .. .. • . 4, nos ·1, ssri mH, 2ri:i 108, ;,12 
Oklahoma............. 3, 238 3, 159 GOl, Wn 179, 2li0 
Im1irm Torritmy • • . • • • . 388 375 •10, HHS 18, illS 
Arki\nsnR • .. .. • .. . .. .. • 

1
• 10, 238 9, 948 052, 8·lll 290, Ub2 

45 WestcrncUviR!on .......... 27,G20 2G,920 5,7'1ll,005 l,iiOS,'1-18 

46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
fi5 
50 

,----1----
l\Iontana .............. .o 
Wyomlng ••••••.••.•.••. 1

1 

Colomclo ............. .. 
}!cw Maxie<) ........... " 
Al'iZOtlll ............... . 

Utuh ................. .. 
Nevat1n ................ . 
Idaho ................. . 
Washington ........... . 
Oregon ................ . 
Californl11 ............. . 

1,153 
48G 

3,807 
082 
472 

1,815 
228 

1, 985 
4,495 
3, 7Ul 
8,08G 

1,130 
401 

3,7H 
093 
-148 

1, 788 
224 

1, 027 
4,415 
3, 702 
8,518 

279, 759 
1'12,524 
865, Hfil 
120, 7fl8 
48, 145 

159, 778 
97, 817 

294, ii43 
689, 785 
GOO, 901 

2, 387, 164 

74, OUG 
30, 007 

1911 57·1 
16, 375 
23, 175 
G9, •1G7 
2ll, ODS 
93, 391 

188, GOG 
161, 038 
783, 041 

GG. 2 
50.0 
28, :I 
23. 7 
33. () 
18. 0 
29. 8 
'IG.1 
31. 4 

28.0 

26.5 
21.1 
22.1 
13.G 
48,l 
43, 5 
27. G 
31. 7 
27.4 
2·1. 5 
30. 7 

05, 100, 2Gl 

10, no, ns 
7, 158, 200 
7, 110, 131 
4t5UO, 781 
4, 708,SOG 

H, ll5, 15.5 
G,442, 270 

807, 2D8 
\J,492, 406 

Hl,321,835 

•1, •llG, 310 
1, 376, 086 

lG, fJ18, 947 
1, 790,G07 
2,108, 135 
4, 928, 736 
1, 705, 8{)2 
4, GSG, 315 

lG,320, 333 
14,176,,153 
7G,20<1,051 

131, 180 

85, f>OG, 780 

G, 741, 700 
·l, 289, GGO 
3, 322, 340 
2, OiO, 970 
21 508, 510 
7,8·H, 120 
3,570, 120 

2·11, 000 
1,828, 310 

2, 12•1, lGO 
G31, 280 

9, 18·1, 900 
790, 140 

1, 104,070 
2, 782, 210 
1, 069, 800 
2, 6'10, 860 

10,475, 580 
9, 233, 205 

55, 988,800 

04, 210 

12, 897, 200 2, •12•1, ll75 H, 8:17, &JG 
--1----~-l·~~~·----

2J $271 240 Hl01 5GO 11 H-11, fli18 
11 5801 560 2~3, 800 11 Of,i·l, i::o 
1, 922, 200 BO•l, 170 1, iilli, ·121 
1, 2:11, 190 204, 4'10 1, 119;1, 181. 
1, 05r>1 guo 197, 270 Hf17, uoo 
2, 354, 210 488, 485 a, ·l~s. :Ho 

409, a30 2~1, 520 !.!, 1;,1, aoo 
116, 220 ll·l, 330 ·115, 7·18 

1, 810, s;;o. 424, 740 2, ·12U, UU6 

18, 499,283 

0·12, 130 
157, 640 

2, '186, 680 
242, 780 
448, 290 
971, 630 
290, 040 
020, 400 

2;244,380 
1,888,293 
8,506, 380 

16, 240 

4, 581, 780 

230, 990 
62, 130 

501,330 
71, 770 
71,'110 

227, 080 
84, 700 

270, 100 
591, 450 
510, 270 

1, 891, 550 

1,480 

1,..irn, oao 
52;;1 oaa 

4, 285, Ui7 
us;;, 917 
·18-l, 365 
997, 816 
aJn, 722 

1, 15·1, 805 
3,008, 923 
2, 53f>, 685 
9, 817' 371 

·l\l, 2ii0 



DAIRY cows AND THE DAIRY INDusrrRY. clxxiii 

VALUE OF PRODUCTS, AND EXPENDITURES IN 1899, FOR LABOR AND FERTILIZERS, BY STATES AND TERIUTORIES. 

VAI,UJ~ 01' l'RODUUTS, 1899. EXPirnDITURES, 1899, AVI~TtAGE YALU~:i l'Elt FAR!lr. 
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'l'ot111. 
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~1~~iit~ I~uiltl-
(excopt mgs. 
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nwnts 
ttllll 
llllt
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procl-
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8~~61~. Tot1tl. to live let!. 
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Lttbor. Fertl· 
117.ors. 

--·---·--· ---···-- -----··-" __ .. __ ---------1----11 
$3lH, %3, li80 

· 11, 901, G9:l 
9, 57'!, 177 

20, 058, l{j(j 

21, 721, UH 
2,lllM,lia7 

11, ~:n, 92s 
95, ·Jfi·l, H70 
10, 9~a. 010 
40, OIJ8, O\lO 

11, OGG, 22·1 

801,.080 
3, 951,300 

21f>,578 
1, H88,3UO 
1, 2til, ·190 

5931 OGO 
Bli7,830 

1, 170, 570 
7511, 080 

$10a, tlilO, 771 $281, :na, oou 

3, f13U 1 010 
2, UGO, Hl2 
7, 6221 ltlO 
5, 170, fi·lll 

·171, 5[)0 
2, 802, 070 

29, 067, 720 
21 50~1, IHO 

11, 07,1, 070 

218, mo 
850, 170 

H,0·10 
270, 000 
IU3,890 
70,\110 
37,nno 

120,:mo 
85, 1laO 

im1, oor>, !.ma 
8, ·122, ti83 
n, G2a, U85 

l:l, l:lG, Olltl 
lH, l).l2, 27'1 
2, 193, 087 
8, a~m, 8f>H 

UU, 38G, U50 
H,Htl,430 

28, mH, o~m 

9, 200,02·1 

lH3, 700 
a, 101, mo 

201, 5:18 
1, til7, 7BO 
l,Uti7,li00 

517, lflO 
830, 180 

1,050, 250 
070, 650 

rn. u $37, 427, 580 $4, 100, 21s $'!, 730 $2, 1100 $1, mo 

rn. ·l 2a, 210, wo a, 265, 7.15 --- ~.-------··-- ---·-·-
' 21. 7 8:H, 8tl0 

19. 0 1, 084, 270 
20. 8 l, 888, 080 
10 .. 1 3, '1-12, 400 
20. 7 44:!, 380 
20. 2 1, 03tl, 510 
18. 8 8, (ml, 3'10 
18.'I 1, [172, H:lO 
15. o a, GHl, 510 

lti.8 

12.0 
15.0 
•l.9 

18.8 
18.2 
25.9 
28.0 
20.2 
2a.2 

1, 28•1, 7·10 

122, 570 
529, 700 

'11, o:m 
211i,81U 
80,5'20 
li:l,1100 
fi[i, 480 

112,m;o 
(12,280 

200, U70 
lliG, H25 
2M, 700 
552, 220 
tH,780 

22n, :no 
821, ·lUO 
25:1, fi30 

:l:l,·lfiO 
151, 000 

•I, 1:10 
ol,OiiO 
7, 720 

l:l, lllO 
15, 200 
rn, 990 
15,800 

·l, OJ.I 2, ·JOO 1, 00-1 

~.HH 

H,•JfiU 
a, 788 
fl, 71H 
7,209 
•l,982 
5, 2:12 
7,0H·l 
f>,02:1 

9,9.Jl 
ti,817 
.1,aH2 
fi,:107 
:l, 212 
21175 
2,071 
2,907 
1, 5511 

1, 3fi0 
1, [189 
2,080 
a1Hr,.1 
2,alll 
2,r>lH 
:l,82fi 
a, 217 

6,100 
·1,108 

·lf>,1:17 
a,:lH8 
2,0l:l 
1, 12·l 
1,171 
1, 788 

7·H 

HfiO 
1, 370 
1,2tll 
2, l3fi 
2,207 
1, 8·1tl 
1,fi82 
~,{)23 

1, 782 

21508 
l,7tlf> 
7l~rm 

1, 108 
tiH2 
mm 
1117 
028 
tmo 

28, 772, :J.J:l 77, [J()l, fiU·l 13. 7 8, 182, 000 38.1, 803 5, 20.'i ll, 406 U2U 

$201 $G70 

2111 li711 

107 :1-l:l 
221 r,10 
2117 1171 
~88 li~O 

B25 82:1 
230 GOfJ 
21)9 817 
3f\5 881 
2811 oari 

303 701 
2f>O 0111 
fi8-l 1, 082 
Hl ll07 

H2 11:lfi 
87 B:.m 

llH ·!ill 
!ll ·!GO 
52 ·10·1 

161 700 

$1, 077 $787 $0. 50 $105 $11 1 
--..... - - ···----·-· --·- ==~:= 

1,282 1100 7.87 l:l3 10 2 
-·----~ ·--···-- --- '--·-·-··---.------

ll7·1 ·17fl •l. 72 •17 11 s 
078 1177 5.12 111 1ti '1 

1,2a1 787 ri.11 ua rn 
1, ·1fi8 1, 110 11. ·ltl 2:ll 37 0 
1, Hlil 1, 492 J4,clll 802 H 7 
1, ilfi·l 1, OOfi O. ·18 1117 27 8 
1,.nri us.1 1.113 mo 12 9 
1, 8:l3 1, 412 13. 75 2fi.1 .j:J 10 
1, 229 880 10. ~H llil 22 11 

1, (i02 
1,2tm 
2,87•1 
1, lli:l 

li90 
IM7 
832 
Hli5 
•108 

980 

788 

l,1U7 
1,020 
21 G87 

900 
58'1 
56'1 
7'17 
7711 
au2 

715 

7.82 

12.03 
10. OJ. 
•18. 80 
7.37 
G.18 
•1.K8 
•1.<lf) 
li, 7U 
a.un 

110 

228 
17-1 
M7 
13'1 
·l·l 
70 

75 

27 12· 

02 18 
50 1· 
5fi 1, 
3l 16 

•1 17 
lli 18 
3'l .rn 
rn 20 
9 21 

'1 22 100, 273, 007 

1'1, 782,HO 
6, 850, 130 

2s, 5511, ~mo 

-----~-- ---·~-·- --- ---------- ----····-- ---- --~-- -----·---- ·------ ----- ---·--
3, 17·1,0lU l:J.,008,130 17.7 11220,280 158,330 5,148 a,3M 1,°'12 lol8 00'1 1,158 000 10.29 90 12 23 
1, 21i2, 7HO 4, 587, 3GO 16. 3 •125, 220 29,'ltlO '1, •1·10 3, 002 707 117 530 923 72'1 11. 19 67 5 !H 

9, 725, 570 
2'1, 992, 5:!'1 
7,510, 233 
7, 980, 150 
4,834,'170 

7,084,\lOO 10,,JU0,350 12.7 2,001,420 00,'1·10 8,29,1 5,822 1,325 202 945 1,510 l,OfJO 9.8·1 13·1 0 25 
2,[>39,200 7,~86,310 15.3 708,170 39,520 3,321 21018 7'12 133 •128 089 fiOO ll.08 M 3 20 
7,103,3!!0 17,889,l<H 12.9 1,829,•180 30,•HO 5,472 3,531 1,077 193 ll71 900 709 0.78 72 l 27 
l, 808, ,153 5, 701, 780 15.'l (157, 200 11, 8•13 3, 991 2, 543 097 137 614 812 016 5. 2•! 71 l 28 
2, 01-1, 990 5, :m, 160 10. 8 '153, 920 7, 500 0,'lll5 'l, 281 980 208 987 1, 040 099 O. 25 59 l 29 

958, 720 3, 875, 750 l<l. 0 32·1, MO 0, •100 •1, f>9•1 a, 151 080 102 061 803 6'14 6. 71 M 1 30 
481, 080 

1, 180,690 
1, 770,020 
3, 597,6'10 

127, 770 353, illO 10, 8 32, 0'10 550 2, 7•11 1, :33<1 297 1'15 905 •102 295 l, 33 27 (I) 31 
309, 1110 880, 5BO 11. 7 os, 030 110 3, soo 2, 0211 488 1'11 1, 151 002 4'16 1,.1u 3,1 ( t) 32 
525, 450 1, 2•1•1, 570 10. 8 98, 010 2, 280 4, 083 2, 352 567 130 1, 034 625 •139 2. 08 85 1 33 

1,203,,HiO 2,33'!,180 12.0 206,780 7,810 3,600 2, 10·1 55•1 120 822 009 43•1 2.38 38 1 3· 

1G,4lfi,812 2,388,080 1'1,Cl'27,732 21.5 UM,250 100,0·10 1,865 l.,010 300 70 'no •170 402 3.46 27 3 3.5 
------·11-----1-----·- ---1-----1---- --- -···-~-- --- _ ... _,_ ---- ··-- --- ··-.--~·· -~--

2, 293,050 
11 fl·IH, G\JO 
2, O!l·l, 7G2 
1, 089, 870 
1, 475,0UO 
3, 188, 270 

951, 390 
183, uoo 

3,5110, 820 

208,100· 
222, !JnO 
21il, <\GO 
189,.100 
82,880 

39:l,ll80 
aw, mo 

:.?H1 n20 
611 1 U50 

2, 02'1, 050 
1, a2r>, 7ao 
1, 8S:l, •102 

900,•170 
1, 302, 120 
2, 79·1, 890 

ti22, 200 
155, 040 

2, 978,870 

18.ll 
18.5 
2.'l.8 
19. 6 
2\l,O 

19.8 
0, 7 

19.2 
31.4 

198,360 
1'19,380 
lQ.1,000 

60,220 
112, 620 
211, 370 

32, 550 
7,580 

78,570 

2li, !lOO, 822 5, •109, 19il 21, 491, G26 14. 9 8, 722, 820 

7,970 
ll,890 

43, 310 
18,4BO 
8,260 
7, 150 

5,030 

30, 800 

•l,391 
S,81l9 

U•l8 
1,50'1 
2,861 
3,02,1 
1,990 
2,081 

927 

·-·------- ------·--~- ------- ----- ----.- ----11 
1, 205, !lll2 29iiJi10 910, •152 20. 0 174, 030 

278, 100 78, 410 1911, 780 14. 5 81, 120 
S, 014, GUO 679, 280 2; 335, il20 14.1 335, 0-10 

2;,a, u110 52, 9,10 201, orio 11. 2 35, 310 
•151, :ioo 84, 730 300, o:io 11"1 M, 950 
996, 9'10 21lH, MO 728, 400 'IA: 8 70, 2•10 
~85, 220 1:n, 2•10 253, USO 14. 1 72, 480 
916, K30 2ti9, 6111l G·17, 22,1 13. 8 71, 280 

3, 701, 830 771, 220 2, 990, lilO 18. 3 37•1, 250 
2, 793, 920 583, 740 2, 210, 180 15. 6 205, 050 

12, 841, 980 2, 193, 980 10, 6'18, 000 14. 0 2, 2·19, 070 

400 
3,010 

9GO 

1, 190 
1, 950 
2, 140 

27,2·10 

3,880 
2,831 
4,272 
2,626 
4,400 
2, 7lil 
7,877 
2,361 
3,631 
3,779 
8, 773 

37, 670 37, 670 28. 7 o, 990 • .. . • • . . . • . . 3, 858 

1 Less than $1. 

2, 700 
2, 319 

443 
698 

1,579 
l,080 
1,103 

021 
.J72 

1,8•12 
1, 299 
2, 875 
1, 159 
2,339 
1, 500 
4,692 
1, 330 
2,331 
2,462 
6,•H6 

953 
85·1 
251i 
·115 
0'11 
50'1 
154 
300 
177 

070 

557 
3211 
0•13 
356 

n:m 
5a5 

11275 
313 
490 
503 
979 

129 549 
120 Ci70 

40 2011 
69 360 

120 r.21 
l(J/) 7:!5 
69 -OIH 
88 1, 072 
'11 2:17 

!Gil Ul·l 

200 1, 231 
128 1, 080 
Hfi 1, lll9 
lmi 1, OlJfj 
151 1, 026 
12[> 550 
372 1, li88 
13G 582 
132 009 
138 07tl 
218 1, 130 
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837 
279 
368 
896 
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29-1 
•lH 
3iil 

U7'1 

1,0,JO 
572 
780 
:in 
~)[)(} 
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1,090 

•lll2 
837 
746 

1,478 

829 
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2·J.l 
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1,lH 
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H.13 
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50 
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87 
52 ..... -- -~ 
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39 
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71 
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ri& 
M 



clxxiv STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURE. 

There were reported for the United States, June 1, 
1900, 357,578 dairy farms, of which 351, 747, or 98.4 per 
cent, had buildings. These farms embraced 43,283,971 
acres of land, of which 22,616,227, or 52.3 per cent, 
were improved. The per cent of land improved being 
49. 3 for all farms, there was a greater relative area of 
improved land in dairy than in other farms. The 
average area of these farms was 121.0 acres, while that 
of all farms was 146.6, and of live-stock farms, 226.9 
i1cres. 

The number of dairy farms as given in the foregoing 
table, must not be taken as showing the relative im
portance of the dairy industry in the respective states. 
In every state there were found farms the products of 
which were so imlignificu,nt that the sales of the prod
uce of a single cow frequently formed 40 per cent of 
the tofal farm income, !1nd such farms had a lower 
value of land and· a lower gross income per brm, than 
any other class. 

The farm }n'Operty on dairy farms had values as 
follows: Land and improvements, except buildings, 
$954:,389,210; buildings, $425,557,335; implements and 
machinery, $71j9,16,241; live stock, $241,604,516; total, 
$1,693,467,302. 'l'he average values per farm were: 
Land and improvements, $2,669; buildings, $1,190; 
implements and machinery, $201; live stock, $676; 
tofal, $4, 736. The corresponding avemges for all farms 
were $2,285, $620, $i33, $536, and $3,574, respectively. 
For live-stock farms they were $2,871, $766, $151, 
$1,009, and $4,797. The total average investment was 
slightly greater for live-stock farms than for dairy 
farms, but the average for dairy farms was materially 
higher than for all farms. The buildings on dairy 
farms h!td an average value per farm nearly double that 
for all farms and more than 55 per cent greater than for 
the live-stock farms, though the latter were the larger, 
as stilted above. The ,average value of implements and 
machinery on dairy farm.~ was mliterially greater than 
on all farms or on any other group of farms with large 
average areas. 

The dairy farms reported a total farm v11lue of prod
ucts in 1899 of $384,953,680, of which $103,639,771 
was fed to live stock, leaving a gross farm income of 
$281,313,H09. This was equivalent to 16.6 per cent of 
the total value of farm property. The average value 
of products not :feel, per dairy farm, was $787, while the , 
corresponding average for all farms was $656, and that 
for live-stock farms, $788. Dairy farming does not 
require as intensive cultivation as some other branches 
of agriculture, and, although the average value per 
acre of products not fed to livestock: was twice as great 
for dairy as for live-stock farms, and greater than for 
all farms, it was materially less than for the intensively 
cultivated farms devoted to special crops. 

For dairy farms, that average was $6.50; for vege
table farms, $10.21; fruit farms, $12.22; sugar farms, 
$14.63; nurseries, $60.84; florists' establishments, 
$431.83; and for all farms, $4.47. 

The dairy farms expended, in 1899, $37,427,580 for 

labor, and $4,100,218 for fertilizers, an average per 
fitrm of $105 and $11, respectively. The corresponding 
averages for all farms were $64 and $10, respectively. 

The average gross farm income per acre for dairy 
:farms was, in the North Atlantic division, $7.87; South 
Atlantic, $7.32; North Central, $t1.46; South Central, 
$3.46; Western, $3.74; and Hawaii, $9.47. The varia
tion marks the difference in the conditions under which 
the dairy industry was pursued in the vitrious parts of 
the country, and in the character of the land ineludeti 
in chtiry farms. These difl'erences arc also shown by 
the v11riation in the average size and value of farms, 
and more markedly in the avemge value of farm fancl 
per acre, as indicated in tab~e CLXII. 

DAIRY COWS ON I•'ARJ\IS Ol!, SPECIFIED TENURI~R. 

Table CLXIII presents, by geographic divisions, some 
of the most important facts concerning the number of 
dairy cows on farms of specified tenures. These facts 
are derived from Tables 29, 30, an<'\ 31. 

TABLE CLXIII.-TOTAL NUMBER OF FARMS, ,JUNE 1, moo, 
NUMBER REPOiiTING DAIRY COWS, NUMBER OF 
DAIRY FARMS, AND NUMBER OF DAIRY COWS IN 
THE UNITED S'rATES ON FARMS OF SPECrnrnD TEN
UH.ES, WITH PERCENTAGES AND AVERAGES. 

P0r Per Aver· 
cent cent ngc 

Number Farms of nil of nil Number nnm .. 
CLASSIFICATION OF of reporting Dl\lry farms farms of c1n!ry ber 
l'ARMS BY TENURE. fmms. dairy farniR, report- that cows. per 

cows. Ing are form 
dairy dnfry roport· 
cows. farms. lug. 

-----------~, -----
The United States. 5, 789,657 ,1, 514, 210 357, 578 78.G 6.2 17, 139, 074 S.8 

----------
Owners ........... 3,1,19,344 2, 675,191 2·16,277 84.9 7.8 10, 459, 2G2 B. 9 
l'firt owners ...... 451,515 399, 593 19, 394 88.5 4.3 1, 734, 048 4. s 
Owners and ten· 

ants ............ 53, 299 ,18,823 2,679 90. 7 5.0 207, 162 4.8 
1'fanitgers ........ 59, 218 12, 995 5,950 72. G 10.0 295, 79'1 o. 9 
CaRll tenant~ ..... 752, 920 497, 288 44, 74G GG. 0 5. 9 1, 823, 713 3. 7 
Share tcrnmts .... 1,273,366 850, 820 38, 532 6G. 8 s.o 2, GlU, 095 s. 1 

The largest average number of cows per farm was on 
farms with managers, and the smallest on farms of 
share tenants. The average number to the farms of 
cash tenants varied little from that on those of owners. 
The large average number of cows on the farms of 
managers is merely the result of the larger average size 
of such farms. The relation of the different tenures to 
the keeping of dairy cows is shown by the per cent of 
dairy farms operated by each group. The managers 
showed the greatest per cent 'of dairy farms, 10.0, and 
owners ranked next. Successful dairy farming requires 
considerable capital; consequently the largest i;~lative 
numbers of such farms are operated by owners and 
managers. 

DAIRY COWS ON FARMS OF WHITE AND COLORED 
FARMERS. 

The statistics of domestic animals on farms of white 
ancl colored farmers are given, by tenure and by states 
and territories, in Tables 30 and 31. Summaries of 
some of the most important facts there presented are 
given in tables OLXIV and OLXV. 

• 
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TAm,£ CLXIV.-TOTAL NUMBER Oli' FARMS, .TUNE 1, 1900, 
AND NUMBER REPORTING DAIRY COWS, NUMBER OF 
DAIHY FARMS AND NUMBER OF DAmY COWS, IN 
THE SOUTH ATLAN'rIC AND SOUTH CENTRAL STATES, 
ON FARMS OF WHITE AND COLORED FARMERS, WI'.l'H 
PERCENTAGES AND AVERAGES. 

J\ACE 01' 
FARMEI\, 

l 1er Per 
cent cent 

Farms of 1111 of nil 
Nnmber repO\'ting llttiry farms l11rrns 
of farms. d11iry forms. report- tl•t1t 

cows. 1ng n..ro 
d11lry cl11!ry 
COW8. Ittrms. 

Number 
ol llniry 

cows. 

Avcr
ngo 

num
llcrpcr 
form 

roport
ing. 

------1----1-~ - --·- ---- ·-·--· ------
'l'otal. ...... 2,020,391 l,8ali,841 46,611 70.1 1.R 4,282,555 2.8 

Whitefarmors .... 1,879,721 1,497,971 •12,010 79.7 2.2 S,7l~l,Ol\9 2.5 
ColorNl farmers.. 7•10, 670 B37, 870 4, 5% 4fi. G O. 6 fifll, •JUG 1.ll 

TABLE CLXV.-TOTAL NUMBER OF FAI'{MS, NUMBER OF 
FARMS REPORTING DAIRY COWS, NUMBER OF DAIRY 
FARMS AND NUlVIBER OF DAIIW COWS IN THE UNITED 
STATES, ON FARMS OF WHI'rE AND COLORim FARM
ERS, JUNE 1, moo, wrrn PERCENTAGES AND A VER
AGES, Iff GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

A.-FARMS OF WHITE l'ARMERS, 
·--· ..•. 

Per Per Aver-cont rn.!nt li'nr1nfi Nnm- of 11Jl of 1111 Number ngo 
GEOG RA Pll!C 

Numller rtport- ll!!l'O! forms fltrms ol num-
DlV!SlONfi, 

of ng clnlry rerort- th11t clttfry horto 
fom1s. <l11!ry farmH, Ilg' ILI'l) COWH, fltrms 

eows. dulry dniry rcpo1·t· 
cowa. farms. lug. 

------ ---~·-· 

Tho Unlte<1 Stnles. 4, 970, 129 'J, lOf>, 240 302, 055 &1.8 7.1 10,660, 760 4.0 
---- --N"_"_M~- = :::..-::::;.::::::;::;:;;: ·-·-----=:~ --

North Atltmtlc •.. G75, 366 fi77,0ll0 17•!, 684 &5.•1 2fi,O 8,491, 005 6.1 
South Atllintfe ... 673,3M 022, 919 10, 722 77. 7 1, 0 1, 215, 008 2.8 
North Ccntml .... 2, 170, 607 1, 917, ~07 107, 981 AA.O 5,0 8,•172, 180 4.4 
South Central .... 1,200, 367 U71i,Oli2 31, 20,J 80,8 . 2.0 2, 515, 151 2,6 
Western .......... 23•l,8M 172, 79,j 27,402 73.6 11. 7 861,410 5.0 
Alnskii ........... 12 3 . " .. 22} 38.8 4.2{ . rn} 1'6.'l HmVILll ........... fi09 109 8,100 

B.-l!'AHMS mr COLORED !~ARMERS. 

that race. The colored farmers reported only 579,908, 
or 3.4 per cent of itll dairy cows, although they opemted 
769,528, or 13.4 per cont of all farms. They had, rel-
11tively, about two-fifths its many cowH as did the white 
farmers and only one-tenth as many cliiiry farms. 

'The per cent of dairy farms for white iind colored 
farmers W!tH 1iirgest in the North Atlantic divh:don, itnd 
wa8 l11rger in the North Centml tlmn in either group of 
Southern states. 'These facts snggest the possibility 
thitt the difl'orence in the statistics of tho dairies of tho 
white and colored races m11y be due its mnch to locality 
as to men. To elimitmtt;1 as far as pm1sihle the factor of 
locality from the statistics of race, there is given in 
table OLXIV tt sunu1111ry for the oombined Sonth Athtntic 
and South Centml st11tes oi' the same facts as shown in 
table CLXIII for 1111 geographic g-ronps. These two 
groups 11re chosen because they contain tho greitt mttjor
ity of colored farmers. 

In these groups of states 0.6 per cent of tho colored 
formers obt!tinod thoirprincipttl income from cfairy prod
nets, while the corresponding per cent of white :form
ers was 2.2. The pct' cent of farms of colored formers 
reporting cows WltH •Hi.6, while thn,t of whito farmertJ 
was 7D.7. The avomgo umnbcr o:f cowo; per form in 
thot10 stlites wits 1. G :for colored farmers, uncl for white 
farmers it w11,c; 2.5. 

Table or,xvr shows, by geogrn,phic divisions, the re
ported production o:f milk on :forms !Lncl mnges in 18H9, 
the nnmbor o:f dairy :farms, the number of farms ropod
ing milk, 1md the number of ttll :farms, 11nd corbtin 
averages and percentages. 

TAnr,:rn CLXVI.-PRODUCTION OF MILK IN 181l0, THE 
NUMBER OF FARMS REPORTING DAmY COWS, AND 
THE NUMBER. OF ALL FARMS AND OF DAIRY FARMS, 
WITH PERCENTAGES AND AVERAGES, BY GE0-

The UnitedStntes. 769, 528 3'18, 970 fi, 628 4fi. B O. 7 579, 008 1. 7 cmAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

North Atlantic... 2,140 1, 170 220 fifi.O 10,6 4,271 S.6 
South Atl11ntic ... 288,871 121,401 9'19 42.0 0.8 167,•Jll 1.4 
NorthC<mtml.... lC>,UOO 8,206 472 •J8,li 2,8 18,095 2.2 
South Centrnl.... •151, 799 210, 469 S, 0•10 47, 9 O, 8 38'1, 085 1. 8 
Western.......... 8,051 1,605 218 lfl.9 2.7 5,118 8.2 
AlnMkll ........... _., ............................................ , .......... .. 
Hawaii........... 1, 70<1 113 12 '\ fl. •l o. 7 928 8. 2 

D!tiry proclnce ·wns tho princip!tl source of income of 
~.1 per cent of tho farms of white farmers. The cor
i·esponding percentage for :farms of colored farmers 
was :only 0.7, so that in proportion to their number 
hardly one-tenth as many colored as white farmers de
rived their income from dairy products. 'rhe avemge 
number of cows kept by colored farmers was only 1..7, 
while the corresponding average for white farmers 
was 4.0. 

The number of: dairy farms in proportion to the 
number reporting cfairy cows was small for white and 
colored farmers alike. While only 7.1 per cent of tho 
farms of white farmers were dairy farms, 83.8 per cent 
kept dairy cows. The corresponding figm·es for colored 
farmers were 0. 7 and 45. 3 per cent. 'l'he smaller per 
cent of colored farmers keeping dairy cows and the 
smaller average number per farm kept by them are in 
accord with the relative number of all cows kept by 

I 
NUMmm OF FAllMB, JUNE 1, 1000. 

PllODUCT!ON lN 1899 
01' Ml!,K IN 

<IA!.!.ONB. 

GEOGRAPHIC All Dafl'y 
DIVISIONS, Fnrms farms farms Aver-

Total. report- Dairy to 1,000 tol,000 Total. ngo, 
lngclitiry farms. refiort· refiort- per 

cows. ng ng cow. 
cows. cows. 

-------
Tho United 

States .... 5, 739, 657 4, 514, 210 857, 57$ 1,271 79 7, 206, 892, 674 •124 
---------- -

NorthAtl11ntic. 677, fi06 578, 242 17'1, 010 1,172 302 1, 827, 847, 478 523 
South Atlantic. 962, 225 6'14, 820 11, 671 1, 493 18 492, 188, 405 856 
North CentrnL 2, 196, 567 1, 925, 413 108, 403 1, 1'11 56 S, 609, 900, 828 425 
South Central. 1, 658, 160 1, 191, 521 34, 940 1,892 20 978, 950, 188 336 
Western ....... 242, 908 174, 399 27, 620 1, 393 158 862, '167, 850 418 
Alaska and 

7,25'1 588,870 Hnwali ... _ .. 2,285 315 S•J 108 1'16 

For every 1,000 farms in the United States reporting 
dairy cows, there were 271 without them. The relative 
number of farms with no dairy cows was lowest in tho 
North Central division, the proportion being 14:1 to 
1,000. In Hawaii, where there were but few dairy 
cows, and where, until a compamtively :few years ago, 
cattle were valued mainly for their hides and tallow, 
the number of farms with no dairy cows was 6. 3 times 
as great as tho number of those keeping them. In the 
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South Atlantic division, there were 493 :farms without 
dairy cows to 1,000 with them. 
. Table OLXVI shows tlmt of every 1,000 farms in the 

United States keeping dairy cows, only 79 derived their 
main income from dairy produee. The relative num
ber of dairy farms was greatest in the North Atlantic 
division, where they constituted 30.2 per cent of farms 
with dairy cows. The percentage wns lowest in the 
South Atlantic, where only 1.8 per cent of the farms 
reporting dairy cows were dairy farms. 

PlWDUO'l'ION OF MII,K. 

The reportecl production of milk on farms and ranges 
in lSHfl was 7,266,392,G74: gttllons, or an average o:f 424 
gn.llons for every dairy cow on hand, Jnne 1, moo. Of 
this milk 49. 7 per cent, or nearly one-half 1 was reported 
from the North Central division, and 25.1 per cent, or ap
pl'Oximately one-lrn,lf of tlie remainder, from the North 
Atlantic. While a greater proportion of the farms in 
the North Atlantie di vision made dairying. their princi
pal source of income, the htrger number of :farms in the 
North Central states g(tVC that division first place in 
quantity of milk produced and in the total nmnbe1· of 
cows kept. 

The average product per cow was greatest in the 
North Atlantic division, where cows were kept almost 
exclusively for dairy purposes. In the North Central 
and Western divisions cows were of greater importance 
in the breeding of young animals for veal and beef, 
which fact accounts for the lower avemge milk pro
duction in those states and territories. Other factors, 
of which the inferior grade of cows kept must be con
sidered most importn.nt, caused the low averages in the 
South Atlantic and South UcntrnJ divisions. 

Sale8 and Oous1mptio1i r1f Jl[ilk on .. Farm8.-Table 
CLXVII give1:1, by stn.tes and territories, the reported 
production of milk on farms and ranges in 189H. It 
gives also the reported quantity of milk sold, and esti
mates of the quantity utilized in the production of 
the cream sold nnd of the butter and cheese made on 
forms. The milk not included under these four speci
fied heads is tabulated in the sixth column ns milk con
smned on farms. This tnl>le is presented in order that 
a better idmt may be formed of the genornl correctnes8 
of the tnbles of dairy sttttistics of 1900, as well ns to 
assist in detecting their defects, some of which will iilso 
be pointed out in detail. 

TAllLB CLXVII.-GALLONS OP MILK PRODUCED ON FARMS IN 1899 AND GALLONS SOLD AND ESTIMATED GALLONS 
CONSUMED ON THE FARM FOR SPECIFIED PURPOSES, BY STATES AND TERRITORIES. 

. ---··----------- - -· 

U'£If,IZED IN TIIE PRODUCTION OF- CONSUMEll ON l'ARMH.I 

STATES AND TEJ\RITORIEIJ, Prolhwed. Sold. Per in.rm 
nutter. Cheese. Crettm ROid. 1'otnl. ruporllng 

milk. 

The Unltc1l Stntes .......................... 7, 206, 392, 67'1 2, 18'1, 915, 8'12 S, 751, 107, 9·14 21, 28,1, 029 • 114, 227, 641 1, 24:1, 857, 718 276 
···-- .. ·-

Norl11 Atl1111tlc Ill vision ......................... 1, 827, 3'17, •173 881, 479, 092 721, 995, 578 5,861, 959 57,433, 778 160, 577, 060 ~ik 
-------

Maine .......................................... 99, 586, 188 15, 979, 003 56, 609,00li 552, 633 15,459, 032 10, 985, 916 22!i 
New Hampshire .................... . ~ ~ ...... 60, 72'1, 590 28, 988, 806 22, 3•J9, 038 135, 6·11 3,041, 038 6, 200, 067 276 
Vermont ..................................... 142, 012, 228 57, 566,012 05, 921,471 528, 657 8, 751, 80-1 9, 274, 279 317 
Mnssnch nsatts ................................. 105, 571, !!73 08,180, 759 17,•J30,m7 25, 518 12, 736, 598 7,198, 081 266 
Rhoclc Islrmd .................................. 12, 023, f112 9, 685, 988 1, 708,301 8, 776 524, 265 996, 181 246 
conncctlcnt ..................................... 68, 951, 862 :J3, 879, •166 lG, 071,262 52, 810 10,412, 902 8, 585, <122 897 
New York .................................... 772, 799, 352 •145,•127,888 261, 500, 316 3,411, 917 3,354, 203 59, 10<1, 968 301 
NeW'Jurscy ................................... 77, 714, 055 60, 726,011 20,()30,270 31, G90 197, 928 6, 128, 156 225 
Pen nsy I v1wh1 ........................ ;- ..... ·187, 033, 818 171,045,059 259, 773, 798 1, 11,1, 317 2, 955, 94S 52,Hl,096 201 

South Atl11ntio diviRion .......................... 492, 138, 465 44,521, 955 811, 889, 291 02-1,582 l, •1(9, 566 133, 628, 071 207 

Dch1w11rc ....................................... 12, 681, 268 4,988,462 5, 70'1, 822 135 80, 94.'1 1, 906, 905 2,18 
Mnrylltn!l ....................... : .............. 04, 040, 517 20,654, 446 31,838,317 439, 989 743, 429 10, 36·1, 330 288 
Distriet of Columbitt ......................... 850, 3•19 661, 835 12,178 ................. 550 176, 291 l,043 
Virgini11 ..................... , ............... 105, OGR, 428 !l, 889, 183 69, 070,405 41,206 329, 109 28, 138, G25 222 
West Virginia ................................. 83, 861, 060 3, 391, 523 59, 195, 951 96, 516 213, 703 20, 963, 968 260 
North Camliu11 ............................... 89,li25, 749 l, 826, 631 59, 198,307 37, 548 2·1, 888 28, •138, 375 197 
Soutll Cnrolin11 ................................. 44,031,fJ28 1, 186, 045 28,520,529 l,•105 26, 378 1'1, 291, 171 175 
Gcorgltt ....................................... 82,438,532 3, 920, •112 52,890,229 2, 907 52, 718 25, 072, 266 175 
Florlrl11 ...................................... 9, 640,434 l, 003, 918 •1, 852,558 <J, 876 7,848 3, 771, 234 179 

.~orth Cantml diviRirm ........................... 3, 609, 900, 328 1, 054, 806, 323 1, 886, 866, 624 6, 9Hi, 158 51, 039, 026 610, 272, 197 317 
------· -- -

Ohio ............................................. •125, 870, 394 84,543, 703 278, 429, 547 1,517, 101 2, 360, 286 59, om, 1ri1 2·11 
Indiana ........................................ 263,457,239 36,562, 105 178, 648, 380 232, 353 1,878, 305 46, 186, 090 239 
Illinois ......................................... 457, 106, 995 186, 549, 335 188, 727,075 420, 531 S,082, 926 83, 327, 128 Stll 
Michlg1111 ..................................... 809,017,046 55, 635, 108 210, 181, 0\)3 430, 529 1, 271, 204 42, 098,152 239 
Wisconsin ....... ; .............................. 472, 27•1, 204 252, 150, 051 156, 587, 014 2, 126, 303 9,012, 305 52, 098, 590 334 
Minnesota .................................... 304, 017, 106 103, 768, 172 14•1, 160, 961 877,810 6,682, HS 49,078,015 352 
Iown. ............................................ 535, 872, 240 214, 388, 442 216, 202, 508 398, 356 18,276, 902 86, 596, 033 412 
Missouri ....................................... 258,207, 755 25, 954,lGS 159, 281, 885 420,471 1, 306, 981 71, l&J, 255 296 
North Dnkoht. ................................ 48,845,280 3, 177, 971 32,125,852 92,145 127, 022 18, 322, 290 380 
South Dnkot11 ................................. 99, 2•14, 975 20,395, 625 60, 903,395 177, 922 318, 505 17,449,528 395 
Nebrnska .................................... 190, 477, 911 23,492,560 120, 815, 306 3~3. 759 4,867, 8081 40, 958, 478 387 
Kansns ........................................ 244, 909, 123 •17, 939, 088 145, 742, 702 378,878 1,844, 574 49, 003,881 827 

1 Uses unreported. 
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· T.ABLE CLXVII.-GALLONS OF MILK PRODUCED ON FARMS IN 1899, AND GALLONS SOLD AND ESTIMATED GALLONS 
CONSUMED ON THE FARM FOR SPECIFIED PURPOSES, BY STATES AND TEitRITORIES-Continued. 

8TAT1C8 AND TERRITORIES, 

South Central division ........................ .. 

Kentucky ••................................. 
Tennessee ..... , ............................ . 
.Alabanm ................................... . 
Mis.•issippl. .................................. . 
Louisi1um ................................... . 
Texas .•...................................... 
Oklnhom1i ...••....................••........ 
Indian Territory ........................... . 
.Arknnrns ................................... . 

Western division ............ : .................. . 

Montnn11 ..................................... . 
Wyoming •.•••...••.......................... 
Gnlorndo .................................... . 
New Mexico ................................ . 
Arizona .................................... .. 
Utah ........................................ . 
Nevnda ..................................... . 
Iduho ....................................... . 
W11•hington ................................ . 
Oregon ..................................... . 
Cnlifornln .................................. . 

Al11sk1i •....•.....••.....•..•.•..........•....•.•. 
Hnw1til ........................................ .. 

l'roduccd. 

978, 950, 188 

159, 311, 527 
147, 330, 961 
95, 882, 108 
97, 030,386 
39,2ri1,,na 

251, 3,12, 698 
•17, 1139, 853 
26, •i93, 855 

109, 8Gl, 393 

302, 'lll7, 850 

15,0\l6,2H 
5, 121, 974 

88,,14.0, 111 
3,009, 057 

3, 056,109 
25,12,l,6'12 
·I, 4'16, 071 

15, 122, 9•18 
f>0,1!12,415 
48, 582, 968 

153, 684, 7'11 

4,250 
53,1, 120 

Solcl. 

39, '180, 918 

8, 932, 259 
5,519, 194 
a, 087,433 
2, 011, 4.1:1 

4, 356, 979 
8,091,205 

2, 701,471 
482, 082 

4, 238, 852 

3,1B21 fil38 
698, 400 

13, 170, 810 
633, 638 

1, 022,•172 
9, 964, 903 
1,358, 062 
2, 789, 688 

l·I, 897, 273 
10, 808, 119 
56, MO, 9'111 

·--··· 

UTif,IZED IN THE PitODUCTION OF-

----·---

B t1ttcr. Cheese, Crenm sold, 

--·--
650, 731, 655 015, 472 1, 21'1, 273 

106, 562, 33·1 59, •187 526, 190 
101, 820, 936 34, 600 124, 113 

Gil, 926, 87'! •17, 286 149,232 
on, 08·1, 326 37, 14·1 '15,0l'lO 
17,213,802 175, 635 21, 192 

ltl7, 970, 222 176, 973 ~55, 233 
80, 73·1, 756 58, 3,13 •16,887 
17,870,002 1, 595 13,832 
75,M8,•103 23, 900 33, O•l·! 

179, 208, 0'16 7, 265, 8·12 3,060, 098 

8,589, 252 40, 201 180, 746 
3, 109, 939 31,625 7, 90•1 

17, 203, 087 1a-1, mu 727, OS·! 
1,00:;, 510 8U,H2 17, 853 

1, 327, 588 43, 207 31, 036 
9,8·12, 427 220,026 18, 216 

1, ooa, na1 122, 307 3, 701 
8, 821, 100 256,038 31, lfJB 

25,802, 871 107,170 800, 552 
28,376, 075 607' ,133 850,020 
72, 086, 760 5, 52·1, ·16·1 3\12, 178 

700 ................... ................. 
•110, O•!O 16 ................... 

CONSUMED ON FARMS.I 

Total. 

281, 907' 870 

43, 231, 257 
39,808, 109 
25, 671, 21s I 
28, 822, 422 
17,483,805 
7·1, 849, 065 
13, 898, 396 
8,126,3H 

30, 017' 19,1 

58,Sn,045 

3, 723, ·1'17 
1,27-1, Olli 
7, 1-13,8·12 
1, 173,5H 

li31, 716 
5, 079, 070 

U73,060 
3, 225, 008 
8,485,0-19 
8,·1'11, 321 

18, 2·10' 393 

2, 866 
83,013 

Per furm 
reporting 

milk. 

·-

·-

23 

22 8 
22 

16 
20 

27· 
28 7 

29 
25 
2 88 

33 

89 
82 
as· 

9 

3 
90 2 

25 
806 
57 8 
:HO 
820 

287 
37 

95 
20 

·------- ·----'--~~·-~-------·-·---
,_. ___ 

1 Uses unreported. 

In preplLring the estimates confained in table OLXYII 

use was made of: the numbers that are ordinarily 
assumed to represent the mtio between the rommon 
units of: measure of: butter, cheese, and eream, and the 
quantities of milk required to produce the same. It 
was assumed thnt the milk necessary to produce it 
gallon of cream was 5.5 gr.Hons; a pound of butter, 3.5 
gallons; and a pound of cheese, 1.3 gallons:" These 
nitios undoubtedly represent the results obfatinecl in the 
avern,gc dairy. The very best farmers secure better 
results by using nrnclrnnienl i:;eptirntors and other 
improved npplinnces, ltnd by giving their herds partic
ular rnue; but the reports of the present ce1H:lus i:ihow 
that the rmmlts i::;ecured hy the ·hei::;t dairymen are not 
realized by the iwerage former. In the Northern states 
the ratio for lmtter w11s more frequently iibove than 
below 3.5 gttllons to the pound, and probably itvemged 
more than 3.8 gallons. In the Southen1 i::;tates, it was 
more frequently above tlmn below 4.0 gn.l101rn. 

The mtios employed in the preparation of table 
CLXVII call for the use in tl;w production of butter on 
farms of 3,7[51,107,944 gallons of milk; in the prod>111c
tion of eheese, 21,284,029 gallons, and in the produc
tion of cream, 114,227,641 gallons. There were sold 
as milk, 2,134, 915,342 gallons, leaving a total of 
1,244,857, 718 gallons with uses not reported. This is an 
average of 276 g~tllons pe1· farm reporting milk. If 
i·atios more nearly expressing the results. aGhieved by 
the average farmer had been employed, the quantity of 
milk with uses not reported would have been about 
1,000,000,000 gallons, or an avm:;age of 221 gallons per 
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farm. 'l'o 11,ssmne, however, that either the hirger 01· 

'lmaller quantity was wholly consumed on the farms as 
human food would be unwarranted by the reports 
tabulated. 

In many reports, particularly from the North Central 
':!tates, mention was made of the fact that f:lome milk 
reported was fed to mtlves raised for veal. An estinmte 
of the value of such milk was made and added to the 
reportcicl value or produets i'cd to live stock, for the 
purpose of avoiding duplication of Yttlnes. 

Many defective Hchedules were received from all parts 
of the country on which the quantity and v1tlue of milk 
produced were reported, but the disposition of the milk, 
which WfiS' sold or made into butter or cheese, was not 
reported, These reports were tn.lmlated as received, 
f1nd the value included in T11,bles :1:3 and H, and table 
or,xvn, under the heading ''consumed on farms.'' They 
were very numerous from Vermont, and from Minne
sota and a number of other North Central states. It 
was pmctically impossible to keep an accumte account 
of all the farms so reporting, and it Wtt::i deemed unwise 
to attempt it, as many of them hacl a,nly one cow, the 
milk of which was nll consumed at home, 

Another class of schedules gave the value of dairy 
products, but did not report the quantity of milk pro
duced. For these schedules, the quantity of milk 
production was estimated ancl tabulated, together with 
its value, 11,s when both were reported. In estimating 
the quantity of this milk, consideration was always 
given to the average quantity and value of milk per 
cow in the enumeration district. 
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The greater portion of this milk was made into 
bµtter, which was not reported, and of which no esti
mate is included in table CLXVII. Some basis is found 
for estimating the quantity of butter thus omitted by 
noting the number of farms reporting dairy cows and 
milk, and those reporting butter. The :former exceeds 
the latter by 896,770. Of this number, 60 or 70 per 
cent sold milk and made no report of butter or cheese 
produced; the others were fanns with dairy reports 
such as have been described in the two preceding para
graphs. The great majority of these farms reported 
one or two cows, n,ncl if they produced tho same average 
quantity of butter per cow us the farms with detailed 
reports, their butter prodnction was not less than 
45,000,000 pounds. All facts considered, it is believed 
that the quantity of milk reported from the great clail'y 
sections of the North Athintic and North Centml divi
sions was smaller than was actually obtained. 

In this connection, attention is ealled to the extmor
dinarily large average quantity of milk per farm, with 
uses not reported, that is shown in table cLxvn for the 
District of Columbia. The high average of 1,043 gal
lons to a farm reporting is, however, correct. It was 
due to the small number of farms with dairy cows in 
the District, among which wore several large dairies 
connected with public institutions which required the 
milk and cream of many cows in feeding the inn111tes. 

Mention should also be made o:f the fact th11t some 
butter was unquestionably made of which no reports 
were secured, and of which no account by estimates is 
included in the g·cncrnl tn.blcs of this report. This butter 
was made on the forms of individuals who sold milk hut 
reported no butter. Great numbers of farmers report
ing the sale of milk nlso reported butter produced, but 
from 500,000 to (100,000 others selling milk made no 
such rcpol'ts, although correspondence proved that a 
considerable number of them did make butter in 1809. 
This butter was made almost exclusively for home· use, 
especially at those seasons o:f the year when tho quan
tity of milk produced was too small to justify its trans
portation long distances to a factory, and the pmctice 
was most common in those sections where the cream
eries and factories were operated hut 11 portion of the 
year. The explantttion usually made for the omission 
of reports of this butter was that none was sold. The 
failure to report butter or other products used :for 
food was commented upon by Superintendent \Valker, 
in his introduction to the volume o:f Agricnlture of the 
Tenth Census, as already quoted. The quantity of but
ter made and con~umed on farms, and thus unreported, 
was very large, being not less than 25 pounds to a farm, 
or 10,000,000 pounds for the country. It is possible 
that some of the milk for this butter was included in 
the statements 0£ the enumerators, but most of. it was 
unreported. 

JJai?'y Frod1we Omltted by Enitnu.rrators.--In all parts 
of the country there were a few cows reported as kept for 
milk, and yet no dairy produce was given on the sched
ules, and no statement made of the value of .any such 

produce. When such cows were reported in sections 
of the country with large dairy interests and but few 
omissions in the dairy reports, they were. separately 
tabulated, and a correction made in the county reports, 
by allowing one-half the avemge quantity of butter and 
milk sales that were shown for cows with complete 
reports. Those corrections seldom increased these 
products more than /5 per cent, n,nd more frequently 
less than 1 per cent was added. In the range states and 
territories of the West and South, where the dairy 
interest was but little developed, there were nrnny such 
i·eports. For a limited number, corrections were made 
in the same way as in the dairy states, but the greater 
number of cows so reported, for which no milk was 
shown, were tabulated as "cows not kept for milk." 
This was done because those in charge of the statistics did 
not wish to assume the responsibility of including unre
po1'tec1 dairy produce. It was also deemed advisnble to 
tabulate these cows as "not kept for milk" rather than, 
as in preceding census reports, to show great munbers 
of cows reporting but little milk, ttnd so present an iwer- . 
age production per cow far below the actun,l production 
of. all cows for which detailed reports were received. 

There is no question that the method adopted has 
reimlted in presenting a statement o:f the number o:f 
dairy cows smaller tlrn,n u,ctnally exists, both in the mnge 
states mid territories and in .the South. Moreover, it 
concealed a portion o:f the actual increase in the num
ber o:f cbiry cows that has taken place in tho liu,;t ten 
years, but it avoided other and greater defects in the 
statistics, a few of which have been mentioned. It 
leaves the responsibilitJ' fcir defect8 where it belongs
with the enumern.tors-and the only object of the fore
going explanation is to call ci.ttentio11 to the defect, in 
the statist.ics as compiled. ~fony thousands of letters 
were sen;t to farmers reporting CffWS with no milk, and 
replies were received from a great number supplying 
the omissions, and as a result, these clefecfa are doubtless 
smnJler than in itny preceding census. 

11£ilk and 01'ettm Sold by Fct1•11w1's.--The milk sold 
in 18H9 by farmers, according to reports recllivecl, 
was 2,134,915,342 -g·ttll911s. The cream sold was the 
equivalent o:f 114,227,641 gallons of milk. The milk 
and cream sold were the equivalent of, 2,249,142,983 
·gallon~. For substantially the same period of time, the 
n:ianufactures division of the census reports the pur
chase by butter and cheese factories and condensed
milk establishments of 1,373,891,5011 gallons of milk, 
and o:f a quantity of cream equivalent to 136,610,581 
gaUons additional, making an aggregate of 1,510,502,0HO 
gallons. This leaves an excess of milk and·cream sold, 
equivalent to 738,640,893 gallons of milk to be con
sumed by the non-farming population. 

In table CLXVIII is given, by states and territories, a 
comparative statement of the quantity of milk and cream 
sold by the farmers and of the quantity purchased by 
the factories,· including cheese and butter factories and 
condensed-milk establishments. The purchases are all 
expressed in their equivalents o:f milk in gallons. 
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TABLE CLXVIII.-GALLONS OF MILK AND CREAM SOLD BY FARMERS IN 1899, AS REPORTED TO THE AGRICUL
TURAL DIVISION, AND GALLONS PURCHASED BY FACTORIES, AS REPORTED 'fO THE MANUFACTURES DIVI
SION, BY STATES AND TERRITORIES. 

==========="'-'=====·-···----------------·-·-···---- --""~ "" ----------~--~---~"-~----.. --~------- --·-·- - ---· ~--·· '". ----· .. 

SOI.I> IIY i'Al\MBHS. 

STATES AND TER!t!TOI\IES, -----~-

'J'otal. As milk. AR cream.' 

The United States .......................... . 2, 249, 142, 983 2, rn.1, om, 3.12 114, 227, 041 
==--~.::..::::....-- ==::::=';==-::::;;;;-.. :.;.;;::;:: ;.... . 

North Atlantic division .......................... . 

Maine ........................................ . 
New H11mpshire ............................. .. 
Vermont ..................................... . 
Mnssaclmsctts ......••....•........•••....••... 
Rhode Isluncl ................................. . 
Connecticut .......•..•.•.••••....••••..•...... 
NowYork .................................... . 
NewJersey ................................... . 
Pennsylvaniit ................................ . 

South Atlitntlc c1iv!Hion ......................... .. 

Del1tw11re ......•.........••......•.•.••.•••..•. 
Maryland .••••....•.•.....••••••.••.•.••...•..• 
District ol Columbia ........................... . 
VITglnltt ...................................... . 
West Virginia ................................ . 
North C11rolina ............................... . 
South Cal'Olirnt ......•••••..••......••.•....•.. 
Georgi11 ........ , .............................. . 
Florlcl11 .•.............••••.••........•......... 

North Centml division ........................... . 

Ohio .......................................... . 
Inditl!Ut ...................................... . 
Illinois .•••.....••••••..•••••••••.••....••••..• 
Michig1m ..•..................•.......•.•..•.•. 
Wisconsin .••.......•...•••.•••••.••••.••••••.. 
Minnesota .................................... . 
Iowtt ......................................... . 
Missonri ..............•..•....................• 
North D1tkottt ................................ . 
south D11kota .................•.•...•........•. 
Nebmsk1i. .................................. , .. 
Kansas ....................................... . 

South Centrnl division ........................... . 

Kentucky •••....••.....•...................... 
~ee11nesRce ............. _ ...... __ ....... _ ...... . 
Alabam11 .....•...•..•.•..•••.•...•...•........ 
Mississippi. ......................•..•••••.•..•• 
Louisiana •.•.•....•.•.•..•........••.......•.. 
'.l'exas ...................•.•..•...•.••.•....•.. 
Okl!lhom11 •.......•...........•........•.•..... 
Incliun Territory ............................. . 
Arkansas ..................................... . 

Western division ................................ .. 

Montana .. : .................................. . 
Wyoming ..................................... . 
Colomdo ..................................... . 
New Mexico .................................. . 
Arlzon11 ..........•..•.....•••••....•...••••••. 
Ut>th .......................................... . 
Nev11<ll1 ....................................... . 
Idaho ......................................... . 
Washington .................................. . 
Oregon ....................................... . 
California .....••....••..•........•.•••....•... 

Hawaii ........•.........•..•••.•...••..•••..•...•. 
Alaska ............................................ . 

mis, 912, R7o 
----------------· 

:n, 438, O:Jli 
32,020,:Ht! 
00, 317, 8Hi 
80, 917, BfJ7 
10,210, 20B 
44, 2U2, 3C.8 

4·18, 782, 151 
00, 92a, U39 

17·1, 001, 007 

40, 001, 521 
... 

1\0091406 
21, :m1, 87fi 

001, 88fi 
7, 218, ~tl2 
!1 1 GOG, 2~0 
1,Ml,018 

1, 2121 '1~:1 
:!, 978, l:IO 
1, 011, 71\6 

1, lOo, R•tr>, :i.t9 

8li,!IO:l, 989 
:lH, .Joto, ·110 

189' (]:!2, 201 
on. non, 372 

2011402, 35(1 
110,.100, 320 
2a2, Glfi, 344 
27,:l21, 1'1'1 
a,mi.i, 003 

20, 714, 130 
28, BGO, :108 
4U 1 7Ra1 002 

•JO,O\Jfi, 101 

9, iifi8, •149 
5, 073, 307 
3, 230, fl05 
2, 080, 4!1:J 
4, 378, 171 
8,340,488 
'.l, 747,RfiR 

49f>, 914 
4, 271, 890 

117, 002, 917 

3,3•J:l,814 
100,:m1 

l :l, 898, 4·14 
Gfil, 4Ul 

1, 053, fi08 
9, 983, 119 
1, 3fifl, 703 
2, 820, 796 

15, ml7, 825 
11, 158, 139 
50, 113:1, 124 

84,451 

68<1 

881,.179, 002 

15, 97ll,003 
28, !188, 306 
fi7, fiOG, 012 
!l8, 180, 7f>9 
01 G8fi, 988 

3:l, 870, 400 
'145, •127, H88 

fiO, 72r., 011 
lil,O·lfi,tmll 

·H,fl21,95fi 
--·-----·-----

·1, 088, 402 
~o.nM,,1.10 

(i(il, 3:l5 

o, 88\l, 188 
a, am, fi23 
1,820,n:n 
1, l~0,0·113 
a, 020,.n2 
1,003, 918 

1, OM, 800, 323 

R.J,fi.Ja,703 
3G,fi021 lOfi 

1HO,M9,33fl 
5fi, 03i11108 

2fl2,4fi010fil 
10B, 708, 172 
2vi, :ms, 4·12 
20, U5·11 168 

B, 177, U71 
20, aon, n2f.i 
2311rn2, flOO 

·17, 939, 088 

:m, 480, 018 

H,9a2,mm 
li,MU,19·1 
3, 087, 433 
2, O.Jl, 443 
4, 3ftll, 979 
8, 0011 205 
2, 701, 471 

•182, 082 
.J, 238, 8!\2 

114,Ml, 919 

3, 102,5G8 
liOH, 400 

13, 170, 810 
033, 038 

l, 022, 472 
0, 904, 903 
1, 353, OG2 
2, 789, 038 

14, 897, 273 
10,308, 119 
50, MO, 946 

84,451 
68,l 

··--·---·-~----· 

l Expressed in term of milk, 1 gt1llon of cre11m to 5i of milk. 

m,.rn:i, 778 

rn, ·lllo,os2 
3, 011, ()38 
8, 7fil,8M 

12, 73~, 508 
52·1,205 

lO, H2, 002 
a,ari.i,~oa 

197, 928 
2, 955, \).18 

1,·179,fi(ili 
-----· 

80,0H 
7•t:l,429 

fifiO 
:mo, 100 

213, 703 
2·1, 887 
20, 3i8 
52, 718 

7, 8118 

51, 0:19, 026 

2, 300, 286 
1, 878, 805 
3, 082, 926 
l,2il,2M 
U, 012, 305 
t1 1 G32, 148 

18, 270, 902 
" 1, 3!i0, \!81 

127, 022 
318,fi05 

4, 807, 808 
l 1 8H1 0711 

1, 214, 273 

n20, mo 
12·l, 113 
1'19, 232 
45, 050 
21, 192 

255, 2B3 
.JO, 387 
13, 832 
:13, 04•1 

3, 060, \198 

lkO, 7,16 
7, 9Q.1 

727, li34 
17, 853 
31,0BCT 
18, 210 
3, 701 

31, 158 
800, 552 
850, 020 
392, 178 

······-········· 
···············-

l'Ul!ClfARim llY l'ACTOJ\IES. 
ExceF1~ of sales 
over pm·ch11ses. 

'l'otal. AH milk. As ercmn.1 

1, filO, fi02, 090 l,373,891,509 130, 610, 581 738, 640, 893 
.. 

___ _._ 

fi15, 491, 809 464, 180, 146 51, 311, 723 423, 421, 001 
·-----------

18,011, 026 8, 780, 049 9, 230, 877 18, 427,009 
H,040,203 12, GM, 2HO 1, Hl, 073 17,083,Hl 
GO, 1051 240 50, 856, 365 15, 338, 881 122,570 
rn, 7H4, 648 3, 197, 920 10, 'i36, 722 67, 182, 700 

355, 563 .... ~ ................ 355, 503 9, 85~, GOO 
12, l08,0f>7 1, so7, s:m 10, 300, 218 3~, OU·!, 311 

27:!, 302, 23ti 271, 717, GOO 1,G7'1, G3!i 175, :l8U, 915 
fl, 081, JfiO 5, 05•.l, 321 26, 829 H,U·l2, 789 

111,077, 7-10 109, 171, 210 2, 40ti, 52·1 62, 423, 867 

11, 318, GUl 10, 071, 701 0•16, 900 3·1, GS2, 830 

2, Ga61 503 2, 507, 820 08, G83 2, •132, 003 
7, 809, 438 7, 231, 221 578, 217 13, 588, •137 

................ ................ ··-············· GOl, 885 
liOl,304 G01, 304 ................ o, mo, 988 
14.J,.fiOO 1'1•1,fiOO ................ a, 400, 12a 

................ ................. ................ 1, 851, 518 

················ ................... . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ ... 1, 212, •123 
120, 9•J6 120, 9•10 ................... 3, 8·16, 184 

................ ................. ................ 1, 011, 706 

90·1, 695, 092 825, 871, 801 78, 823, 291 201, liiO, 257 
····--·-----·· -------

,17' 9•12, fi.18 4•!, 119, 279 3, 823, 369 :m, 0111, a.n 

11,509,870 10, 091, 742 818,13·.I 20~ 080, 5311 

120, 014, 084 122, 210, 871 !l, 797, 7{iS O·l, 017, 027 
38,81'1,900 30, 920, 114 1, 888, 8fi2 18, 001, .JOO 

2r.o, 83·1, 060 282, 207, 313 18, 127, 3·17 11,127,696 

110, 208, 669 100, 320, 991 9, 937, 678 Hl, 651 
217, 103, 098 186, 593, •185 30, 599, Olil rn, ·122, 2·16 

f>, 210, 755 4,828, 502 382, 2r,3 22, 110, 889 

1, 397, 78'1 1, 397, 784 ................ 1, 007, 209 

10, 634, 577 16,557, 874 76, 70:l •1, 079, 553 

27, 781, 377 21, 113, 003 ll, Gl>S, 3J.1 578, 991 

52, 002,Q.18 '18, 898, 783 :1, 70:1 1 2tif, u ~. 818, 386 

a, os4, 152 2,•128, 320 Hf>5, s~rn 3i, n11, o:m 
. 

718,47'1 101, 822 om, 052 8, 7:l9, 975 

069,.J89 009,•JSU ················ i'i, 003, 818 
89,882 80,882 ................ B,110, 783 

102, 882 102, 832 ················ 1, 983, 661 

················ ................. ···········-···· ·!, 378, 171 
840, ,130 810,2fifi 3\l, 171 7,.J97, 002 

232, 302 232, B02 -··············· 2, 515, 566 

····-········-·· ................ ················ ·195, 9H 

421, 737 421, 7a7 ................ 3, 850, 150 

75, 912, 286 701739,442 f}, 172, 84.4_ '11, GOO, tl31 

94, 03•1 9,J,034 ................ 3, 2·!8, 680 

78, 118 78,118 ················ 028, 276 

6,•H5,36'l 5,°'17,(145 1, 397, 419 7, ·153, 080 
................ ................. ................ 051, 4!)1 

1, 06ll, 9·13 l, OGG, 9'13 ................ ~ 013, ,135 

11,209, 132 o, 107, 828 101, 8Q.1 713, 987 

1, 723, 420 1, 723, 420 ................. ~ 360, 657 

1, 308, 288 1, 332, 077 3()1211 i,.1ii2, 508 

10, 537, 791 8,'177,811 z, 059, 980 5,lli0,034 

6, 740, 142 5, 940, 925 80/\, 217 4,411, 997 

37, 982, 454 :l7' 210, 241 772, 213 18,%0, 670 

···--····-······ ................. ................ 84, 451 

················ ................ ................... G84 
·- ----·-----

•Deficiency. 
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Comparing the total quantities of milk and cream sold 
by farmers with that purchased hy factories, there is 
found a considerable excess of that sold in all states and 
territories excepting Vermont, Minnesota, Nebraska, 
Kansas, Arizona, and Nevada. With these exceptions, 
there is a substantial agreem~nt in the two reports of 
the censu::i. In many states, however, there are marked 
variations in the quantities of cream sold and })Ur

chased. Ohio, .Michigan, \Visconsin, Iowa, Kentucky, 
Colorado, Utah, Idaho, Washington, and California 
reported more cream purchased hy factories than 
sold by farmers. This variation required considerahle 
correspondence on the part of the division of agricul
ture.· It was found that many factories in these state:; 
purchased milk and paid according to the cream secured 
by n.icl of the separator. When milk is taken by the farm
ers to the factory or .skimming Htation, it is weighed 
ancl the farmer given a ti.ek:et with a statement of such 
weight, and later, in a monthly statement, he has a report 
of the cream content. The :farmer in such cases ordi
narily speaks of selling milk, and so reports the trans
action to the census. Some farmers with whom corres
pondence was conducted fnmh;hed the office their 
original milk receipts. The factory owner speaks of the 
same transaction as the purchftse of cream; hence the 
apparent discrepancy between the figures o:f the two 
reports. The total sales of milk and cream by the farm
ers and the corresponding purchases by the factories 
as given in columns one and :four of table OLXVIII may 
be accepted as approximately correct. Less depend
ence can be placed upon the individual statements con
cerning the milk and cream for the reasons stated. 

ERROHS IN DAIRY STATIS'.l'ICS. 

Oows and lJctiPy P1'od1£ce Omitted /,n tlie Stati8tie.s of 
.A1•lzona mul Nevada. The report:; of the two didsions 
of the census n.s presented in tnble OLXVIII show :-,mies 
by farmers and purchases by fiwtories that harmonize 
for 46 of the 52 states and territories. Of the six in 
which the reports do not harmonize, attention i:i called 
in particulm to Arizona and Nevada, both of which are 
in tho range eountry. For these, the emunerator8 
report!'Jcl gTeat numbers of cows without indicating- the 
existence o:f any dairy products. The great majority 
of such cows were tabulated as "not kept for milk," 
The total quantity o:f milk purchased by factories, 
as reported by the division of nmnufaotures, demon
strates that Home of the cows tabulated as " not kept for 
milk" were dniry cows, and that they must have pro-

. duced considerable quantitie:i of milk. The qunntity of 
milk purchased by £actorie8 in Arizona indicates the 
sale of 1,000,000 gallons of milk not reported on farm 
schedules, and the quantity :for Nevada wits 460,000 gal
lons. The first eonstituted the milk of 6,000 cows, and 
the latter of 1,400. Additions to the extent of these 

figures should be made to the totnJs given in Tiibles 43 
and ±4, and it is possible that the totals of those tables 
should be still further increnHod to nccount for the dairy 
products made on farms but not reported. . 

Bidte:r Fat PPObably Repo'rted a.s B1dte1'.--ln V crmont, 
Minnesota, Kansas, nncl Nebmska the factories reported 
more milk and cream purchased thun the farmers 
reported sold. The cause of such yariution is quite 
different from thitt in Arizona nnd Nevada. In the 
first-named stntes there is n well-orgnnizod system of 
creameries which usually pnrclmso milk und pay for the 
same on the basis of the result:> of the Babcock test<;. 
The statements of accounts n:rndc by the factories 
under this system show the pound8 of butter fat con
tained in tho milk purchased. "Where tho fatty con
tent o:f purchased m1lk is accounted 11s "butter fat" 
rather thnn as "cream)" the :farmers arc found to take 
a different view of the transactioq :from that described 
in a forogoing paragraph for \Visconsin 1111tl some other 
states. They appear, tt8 a rule, to regnrd a pound of 
butter fat it8 the equivalent of a pound of butter, and in 
many cases speak of their dealings with the creameries 
as selling butter. 

The variation in the snles itnd pLtrchnsd':> of milk and 
cream as reported by the di vi:;ions of agrieulture and 
manufactures clearly suggests the poHHibilit.Y tlmt, in 
these :four states, the butter fat sold wits reported by 
some farmers ns butter. If this interpretation h() valid, 
a correction should be made in tho total:; o:f Tn,bles 43 
and 44. The butter product of the four stiites should be 
decreased by 324,000 pounds for Vermont, 2,781,000 
pounds for Minnesota, 1,163,000 poundH :for Nebraska, 
and 2,342,000 poundH for Kanst1s. The quuntity of 
milk sold should be increnscd in Vermont by 1,13,L,OOO 
gnllons, in Minne:wta by 9, 733,500 g·tdlons, in Ne
braslm by 4,070,500 gallons, and in Kan:;as by 
8,197,000 gallons. With the:ie change:-; the report:; 
of the division8 of agriculture ttnd manufaeture8 fully 
hnrmonize. The possible oxccsH in tlrn quantity of 
butter reported on farms, due to the suppOfied returns 
of butter fat as butter, aggreg·ates 7,.1:00,000 pounds, or 
0. 7 per cent of the amount included in the tabulation 
for the country. The total correction for milk :,;old 
in these four states, nnd in Arizouu, and Nevada, is 
24,595,000 gallons, or 1.1 per cent. 

PER CAPITA MILK SUPPLY OF NONJ<,ARllUNU POPULATION. 

In giving n summary of the number o:f cows in the 
United States not on farms or ranges, attention ha:; 
already been called to the fact that those cows should 
not be considered as contributing in any great degree 
to the milk supply of the people outside the families 
who kept them. The average cow of this kind did not, 
in all probability, furnish milk for a :family of more 
than five persons. If the assumption previously stated 

l 
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at length he correct, then these cows not on farms 
fumi:-Jhed milk to not more than 4,865,165 persons out 
of 11 total urban and suburban population, exclusive of 
Hawaii, of 36,580,872. This leaves 31,715,707 persons 
as the prolmble number of i~lrn,bitants living in citie1:1 
who were furnished with milk produced on farms. 
Table cLxvru shows the .excess of farm sales over 
factory purchases to have been 738,u40,8D3 gallons. 
This would give an average quantity of milk pmchasecl 
by the urban and suburban population of 23 gallons per 
capita. An inc~lusion of the condensed milk purchased 
would increitse this by it little less than 1 gallon. Simi
lar calcnln,tions give a:,; the avemge consumption, in the 
North Atlantic division, 30 g11llons; S~mt.b Atlantic, 14 
ga,Uons; North Central, 18 gallons; South Central, 18 
gallons; and Western, 24 gallomi. 

Thmm 1wm·ages do not take into account the possibility 
of omission, in the reports of the manufactures division, 
Of some cretttneries !lnd other kindred establishments in 
the country in 1899. In preceding census reports con
siclemhle numbers must h1we been omitted, and while 
it is hclfovecl that the number in HJOO was less than ever 
before, it is very probable tht1t some such factories 
escaped the enumerators, ancl tlrnt the Bupply of milk 
for urhnn consumption i:; le;;H th11n 11ppears from the 
last column of table cr .. xvrn. 

Another factor to he considered in thiH connection is 
tl111t the 1wornge quantity of milk used in the production 
nf a pound of butter, according to the reports of the 
division of manufactures, wns 25.G· pounds. This is a 
little below the qunntity hitherto supposed to he neces
s11ry. This fact rn.ises the qumition whether some of 
the factories, in making their report:; of the cream 
equivRlent of the butter fat purchased by them, hn.ve 
not used too great it divisor itlld thus made the qtumtity 
of cre1un reportetl too snmll. Any error of this kind 
11ffeebi table cr,xvru by unduly ineretising the quantity 
i·eported in the last column. Taking account of all 
these facts, the condu::,;ion is. reached that the avemge 
consumption o:f- purchased milk was somewhat less than 
is indicated by the averages for the urban and suburban 
populRtiorrn presented by deduct.ion from table cLxvm, 
and that this avcrrige for the country was not over 20 
gallons per capita, or a little more than 11 qual't per day 
for n, family of five per::,;ons. 

BUTTER. 

Made on Jl'a1°nu:1 in 1899.-'fables 43 and 44: present a 
number of facts concerning the duiry industry never 
before exhibited in a census report. These tables give 
the number of pounds of butter made and sold, and 
the receipts from these sales. 'l'hey also give the num-
ber of farms reporting butter. . 

'fable cLxix gives a brief summary of these facts by 
geographic divisions. 

TAm.rc CLXIX.-POUNDS OF BUTTER MADE AND SOLD 
ON FARMS IN 1809, AND AMOUNT RECEIYED FROM 
SALES, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

-- '' 

Farms. Received GEOGHAPUIC DIVISIONS, reporting Pounds mudc. PoundR sold. from snles. butter. 

·-
'l'he United St11tes ... 3,(il7,440 1, 071, 745, 127 518, 139, 026 $86, 6013, •l·l6 

·--· 

North Atlantic •••..••.•••. 427! 220 200, 284, ,151 145, 773, 945 28,846, 852 
south At11mt!o .•...••..••• 507,857 89, 111, 226 24, 432, 566 4,21'1, 943 
North Cent.ml ••....•.••... 1,599, lll 539, 104, 750 284, 995, 556 42,695, 824 
South Gontml •••...•.•.•.. 900,078 185, D23, 330 82, 246, 106 5, 231, 218 
Western ............•.•.... 122, 500 51, 20'l, 299 30, 594, 59<1 (!, 082, 141 
Alaska and Hawaii.. ...... 74 119, 071 96, 259 35, 473 

---·· ···---

Ohhe 5, 739,657 farms in the United States, 4,514,21 O, . 
or 78.6 per cent, kept cows and reported milk. Of 
the number reporting dairy cows, 3,617,440, or 63.0 per 
cent of 1111 farms, reported butter. The reported quan
tity of butter produced was 1,071, 745, 127 pounds, an 
average of .296 pounds per farm reporting. As the 
milk required for making this butter constitnted 51. 6 
per cent of that produced on farms, it may be assumed 
th1it .1111 equal percentage of the cows on farms, or 
8,844,000, were required to famish the butter reported, 
which wa::; approximately 121 pounds per cow. The 
n.vemge farm reporting butter utilized in its production 
the milk of 2.44 cows. 

Over one-half, or 50.3 per cent, of the butter reported 
from fm·m::; was made in the North Central division, 
and 206,284,451 pounds, or 19.2 per cent, in the North 
Atfantic. The North Atlantic clivisi9n, in proportion to 
the number of cows and average yield of milk per cow, 
reported a very small quantity of butter made on farms. 
This was clue to the extensive development of the 
shipping system in those states and the great quanti
ties of milk n:;ecl in Bnpplying the large cities of that 
section. 

Of the butter made, the farms in the North Atlantic 
division sold 28.2 per cent; in the South Atlllntic, 4.7 
per cent; in the N.orth Central, 55.0 per cent; in the 
South Central, 6.2 per cent; and in the Western, 5.9 
per cent. The people in the South kept n, smaller 
number of cows and lrnd n, smaller quantit~r of prod
ucts for sale, the. cows being kept in that section 
1tlmost wholly for the raisiug of live stock and the pro
duction of dairy produce for home use. 

J1{ade in Ur-eaineries and Butter Factories.-Tho 
manufactures division of the present census reports the 
production of 420,126,546 pounds of butter in factories 
and creameries. Of this butter, 328,956,590 pounds, of 
a value of $63,961,893, were packed solid, and 91,169,956 
pounds, of a value of $201117,861, were sokl as prints 
or rolls. The total vnlue of this butter was $84,079, 754, 
an average of ~O cents per pound. 

In table CLXX the butter production of farms nnd 
factories for the census year 1899 is consolidated to 



clxxxii STA'rIS'rICS OJT AGRICULTURE. 

show the total reported production of butter in the 
United States. The fact that the husiness year for 
which- the factories made reports to the division of 
manufactures varies somewhat from the calendar year, 
which is the period for whicli the farmers reported to 
the division of 11griculture, dom; not materially affect 
the value of this statement. 

TABLE OLXX.-POUNDS OF BUTTER MADE IN 18\J9 ON 
FARMS AND IN :FACTORIES, BY STATES AND TERRI~ 
TORIES. 

STATES AND TERlllTORIES. Tola.I. Reported by Reported by 
farms. fltctorlcs. 

-------------- --1-----11-----1----
Tho Unltec1 Sltitcs ........ __ , 1,491,871,673 1,071,7'15,127 420,120,5,16 

1~=======~-11,=-========1=~==~-=-=-== 
North Atlantic clivislon ......... _. 326,018, 6'16 206, 28'1, 451 119, 734' 095 

1-----
ll!ttino.- .............. --··--··· 
New Ifampshirc -··--· ....... . 

20,635,672 lG,17•1,178 4,461,399 
11,•119,881 O,il8f>,6!1 fi,Oill,270 

Vermont-·--··-- ......... ·--·· 
11Irn;.,aclm1mtts- .• __ ........... . 

41, 288, 087 18, 83·1,706 22, .Jn:l, 3Rl 
9, f>72, 181 4, 980, 262 4, 591, 91U 

Rhodo Isllmd ................ . 
Connecticut .•.•• , ............ . 

636, 281 488, 086 148, 195 
8,480,19'1 4,591, 789 3,888,,J05 

New York .................... . 
NowJerscy .•••••.•..•••••.••.• 

115, 408, '222 74, 714, 376 •10, 698, 846 
7, 2rn, ss2 5, 894, 863 1, 325, fil9 

l'ennsyl vania ................ . 111, 358, 2·16 7·1, 221, 085 37, 137, 16'1. 

South Atlantic division._ ....... .. 92, 883, 312 89, 111, 226 3, 772, 086 
l-----ll-"--------1----

Delawiiro ........ - ... ·--···"· 2,599,838 1,020,949 969,889 
Maryland..................... 11,638, 378 9,096, 662 2,Ml, 716 
District of Colmubia... ... . .. . 3, 478 3,-178 _ ........... . 
Virglnltt ......... _ .... --...... 20,076,3iil 19,905,8:!0 170,521 
West Virginia................. 10, 954, 129 rn, ms, 129 41, ooo 
North Carolinn ............. - . 16, 913, 802 16, 913, 802 
South Carollna ............... 8,150,4:17 8,150,4:17 
Georgia....................... 15,100,4M 15,111,494 
Florldii .. .. • • .. .. • .. .. • .. • •• . • 1, 886, 4•15 1, 386, 4,15 

North Central division........... 810,S•ll,097 539,ml,750 
-----1 

Ohio ........... - .•.•••• :...... 87,638,930 70,551,299 
Indiana ................ _...... M, 595, 879 fil, 042, 896 
Illinois ............. _____ ..... 80,1118,762 52,493,460 
ll!lohigan • . . .. .. •• . •• .. • • • .... 67, 872, 710 oo, 051, 998 
WisconRln ............. ~ •. . .. . 100, 552, 649 1•1, 739, 1'17 
Minll<JHOllt .......... _ ---.• . • . • 82, SGS, :l15 41, 188, 846 
Iowa ......... ---·............. 139,022,552 01,789,288 
Missom•I . . .. . . .. • • . ... . . . . . . . . 4C, 9'19, 726 41i, 509, 110 
Norlh Ditkola ....... ------···· IJ,642,003 9,178,815 
South Dakot11... •• .. • • • • • .. • .. 23, 673, 077 17.'100, 970 
Nebraska ............ -........ 46,2•14,839 3'1,518,659 
Kansas ............... ···-·.... 59,837, 255 41, 6'10, 772 

Son th Central division............ 186, 856, 187 185, 923, 330 
1-----11,-- ··-·~ 

l{entucky.. .. . .......• .... . ... 30, 6ill, 014 
'.rormeHsee.................. ... 29,299, 519 
Alabama...................... 19,139,321 
lllississlppi .. . . • . . . .. • • • •• .. .. • 18, 929, 761 
Louisiana..................... 4, 918, 229 

6~f~ioilla·::::::::::::::::: :: : 4~:~~:l:?i~~ 
Indian '.l'erritory.............. 5, 105, 715 
ArlcunsllS...................... 21,753,833 

30,,1'16, 381 
29, 091, 096 
rn, 121,%1 
18,881, 236 

•1, 018,229 
47, 991,492 
8, 781,3fl9 
5, 105, 715 

21,585,258 

Westem' division.................. 75, 152, 860 51, 202, 299 

271, 736, 9·17 

8, 087, 081 
8,058,483 

S•l, 055, 812 
7,8W, 712 

61,818, li02 
41, 17.J,469 
77, 23B, 26·l 
I,4•10, 616 

•163, 188 
G,172, 107 

11, 720, 180 
18,196,483 

932, 857 
---

18•1,663 
2U7,823 
17, 357 
48, 525 

······2,;2;7i4 
63, 200 

····-·io8;575 
23, 950' 5-01 

1-~---11-----1-----

Monto.na ••• ............ ....... 2,488,310 
Wyoming ...... -.............. 918,0M 
colora.do ....• _............. .. . 6"109, 121 
New Mexico.................. 318,003 
Arizona .... __ ................. 803,394 
Utah . • . ... .. •• • • .. . • .. .. .. • .. • 5, 331, $36 
N ev11d1t . . . . . . • • . . • • . . . . . .. • . . . 1, 192, 025 
Idaho ....... _................. 2,952,886 
Wnshlngton.... ........ ....... 10,570,627 
Oregon........................ 10, 082, 807 
Cnlifornla. ... ......... ... • .... 84,000,497 

2,4M,072 34,238 
888,564 29, 500 

·1,932,482 1,566,639 
818,003 

·····-,i24;o~3 879, 311 
2,812, 122 2.51!), · . .n.J 

5l\9, 523 023, 402 
2,520,316 432,570 
7,372, 106 3, 1U8,421 
8,107,460 1, 975,357 

20,853, 360 13, 147, 137 

Alnska ............................ 200 200 ...................... 
Hawaii ........................... 118,871 118,871 .............. ~ ....... 

The five states which produced the greatest quantity 
of butter on farms were, in the order named, Ohio, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Iowa, and Michigan. Their com
bined product was 350,328,046 pounds, or 32. 7 per 
cent of the total made on farms. The five states which 
produced most in factories were Iowa, Wisconsin, Min
nesota New York and Pennsylvania. Their combined 

product was 258,052,242· pounds, or 61.4 per cent of the 
total made in factories. Only New York, Pennsyh'!tma, 
and Iowa are in both lists. Taking into account the com
bined product of farms and factories, the five states 
leading in butter were Iowa, New York, Pennsylvn.nia, 
·Wisconsin, and Ohio, showing a slight vari!Ltion from 
the order of either farm or factory production. The8e 
:five states produced 559,980,599 pound:,; of butter, or 
37.5 per cent of the total farm and factory output. 

The average value of butter made on farms was 16. 7 
cent:,; n. pound and that made in cremneries and facto
ries 20.0 cents. The factory system in \'olvcs the cost of 
tmnsporting milk and cream to the factories, which is 
the only item of \'IXpeiise that is not also connected with 
butter making on farms. A liberal estim11te for the 
cost of such transportation would probably be 1.5 cents 
a pound. The result, nmking that allowance, shows it 
gain to the farmer, by the added price realized for his 
product, of 1.8 cents a pound. · On the quantity of but
ter made in factories this would aggregate $7,5G2,278, 
approximately the sum which the factory system adds 
to the income of the farmers every year. 

The benefit of the factory system to the farmers of 
the country as a whole is, however, repre:;ented hy a 
much larger amount than that last Htated. It has been 
the means of introducing better systems of dairying 
and butter making among farmers who are unable to 
send milk to factories, and this hat:> greatly increi1sed 
the average value of American dairy products in the 
last half century. Could the methods now practiced in 
creameries be put into operation by all butter m11kers, 
the vaJue of the butter made and sold on farms would be 
increased 1.8 cents a pound, which would add $9,326,502 
per annum to the income of the farmers. 

The factory system is being rapidly extended. Its 
product of butter, which was reported as 181,284,916 
pounds in 1889, was 420,126,546 pounds in 1899, a gu.in 
of 131. 7 per cent. Doubtless, a part of this ttpparont 
gain was due to a more perfect enumeration of the fac
tories in the lo.tter year. It is probable also, that some 
of the factories were overlooked in 1900, and that the 
figures given for factory production in that year are 
below rather than above the actual qttantity. 

The extension of the factory system involves an 
increase in the number of cows upon the farms near 
which the factory is located. A factory rn111 not be suc
cessfully operated among farmers when the number or 
dairy cows kept by each is only one or two, which in 1899 
was the average number in nearly all localities of the 
South Atlantic and South Central divisions and in many 
parts of the other divisions. Improvement in dairy 
methods, the growing demand for good butter, and the 
increasing use of milk in the dietary of the people are 
likely to be fully as effective in the next few years in 
increasing the average number of cows per farm, as in 
stimulating the production of butter and cheese in :fac
tories. Hence, it is unlikely that there will be any 
great decrease in the farm production of butter, although 
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the next decade will prob~bly show greater additions to 
the :factory output than any ten years of the past. 

Jlfade Elsewlu1'e Tlian on Fanns O?' 'in Factorfrs.-
A. ttention has been called to the fact that the 973,033 
c·ow!:l not on farms were nearly al1 kept l>y persons 
with one or two cows each, and that they 8Upplied the 
milk and cream used by not les8 th11n '750,000 families. 
In n.dclition, butter wn.s made for hon1.e consumption 
:from the milk of a hirge number of these (;ows. If it 
be assumed that one-third only of such milk was utilized 
for butter making, 11 proportion 80mewhat less than is 
used on farms having the smne number of cows, this 
would give an addition of nearly 40,000,000 pounds to 
the country's production of butter. 

OIIEESE. 

Jliade on Ji'cmns in 189.9.-A summ!tl'Y of the cheese 
product of the forms of the United States is given in 
tu ble CLXXI. 

TAm,E CLXXI.-POUNDS OF CHEESE MADE AND SOT_,D 
ON FARMS IN 1899, AND AMOUNT RECEIVED FROM 
SALES, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVIS.IONS. 

CEOGilAl•HIC DIVISIONS, 
F1irms 

reporting 
cheese. 

Pounds 
mndo. 

Pounds 
sold, 

Received 
from 
snles. 

'l'he Unit~d Stntes.......... 15,070 10,372,330 H,092,5'12 $1,8•12,41'1 

North Atlnntic .................. . 
SonthAtltrntic .................. . 
North Centml ................... . 
South Centrnl ................... . 
Western ......................... . 
Alnskn nml Hnwnil. ............. . 

=----cc~=·=-=== 

'1,fi09, 199 
•180,448 

5,320,122 
173,1<10 

5, 580, 100 
12 

•1, 228, 300 404, 710 
430, 703 25, 040 

4, 6'19, 641 399, 971 
308, 907 28, 217 

ll, 068, 901 48•1, •107 

The number of farms making cheese in 1900 was only 
15,670, or 1 to every 366 in the country. Of these 
farms, about one-half were in the North Central division 
and one-half of the remainder in the North Atlantic. 
The Western division produced nearly six times as much 
as both the more poptilous South Central and South 
Atlantic divisions combined. 

11fade in Faot01'ies. -The manufactures division of the 
Twelfth Census reports the production of 281,972,324: 
pounds of cheese, while the total reported production 
on farms was only 16,372,330. Cheese can not, like 
butter, be made from the milk of a single cow, as its 
economic production requires milk in large quantities, 
and is, therefore, confined to localities having a great 
number of dairy cows. In such localities the factory 
sy8tem is steadily monopolizing the manufacture of 
cheese. The gain in factory cheese making keeps pace 
with the increased demand for cheese, so that the quan
tity of that product made on fa,rms remains practically 
unchanged for the country as a whole .. 

Table CLXXII presents a statement of the total factory 
and farm production of cheese in 1899. 

TAnr,E CLXXII.-POUNDS OF CHEESE MADE IN 1899 ON 
FARMS AND IN FACTORIES, BY STATES AND TERRI
TORIES. 

STATgS AND TERRITORIES, 

The Unitct\ Stntes ............. . 

North Atlantic cllvlalon ............. . 

Maine ........................... . 
Now Il1tmpshlro ............... .. 
Vermont ........................ . 
Mns"1whusotts .................. . 
Rhode Islttncl ................... . 
Ctmneeticnt ........ H ............. . 

New York ...................... .. 
Nc\v Jersey ..................... . 
Pennsylvnnitt ................... . 

South Atl11ntic clivision •.•••••..••... 

'l'ot111. 

298,34'1,0M 

148, 218, 271 

979, 0·18 
221, 080 

5, 111!, 761 
270, 171 

ii, 751 
:llll, 880 

130, 010, fJ8•1 
12-1, 377 

11, 124, 610 

593, 308 

Dcltiwnro .. . .. .. .. • .. . .. .. . .. ... . 15, 104 
:M11rylnnd.................. . • .. • . 338, 153 
District ol Ct>lnmbin .......................... . 
VlrgiRitt.. .... .. .• .... . .. • .. ..... 88, 097 
West Vlrginin.................... llfi, 103 
North C11roih11t • . .. .. • .. . . .. • . .. . 28, 883 
South C1irolin11................... 1, 081 
Guorgiu. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . 2, 2au 
morlrht . . .. • • .. • . .. . . . . .. .. . .. .. • 3, 751 

North Centro.I division .•....•••.•.•.. 133, 9·16, 093 

Hcported by 
fnrms. 

Reported by 
Inctorlcs. 

·----
lG, 872, 1l30 281, 072, 32•1 

··--·-
4, 509, 109 143, 100,on 

425, 102 . 553, 946 
104, 330 116, 741 
406, 650 •l, 713,105 
lU,020 2ii0,fi42 
0, 751 .. · · • · · s:ii,"283 40, 623 

2,n~M, rm2 127, 38(i, 032 
24, 377 100, 000 

857, 1G7 10, 267' 4,JS 

·180, 4·J8 112, 860 

101 15, 000 
338,•1'>3 ............... 

....... 3i;ti97" ...... ··57;060 
74, 243 •JO, 860 
28,883 ............. . 
1,081 ............ .. 
2, 236 ....... ·······• 
8, 7f1l ............. . 

5,320, 122 128, 625, 971 
--~--11--~--1-~-~~ 

Ohio ........................... .. 
Indl111rn ....•...•.....••.•.•...... 
Illinois .......................... . 
llliehignn ...................... .. 
Wisconsin ....................... . 
llflnnosot1i ...................... . 

~i~~oiiri" :: : : :: : :: :: : : : : : '.: :: : : : : : 
North Dnkota ................... . 
South D11lrntn .................. .. 
Nebn1sk11 ...................... .. 
KllIIHllS .......................... . 

South Ccntml division.; ........... .. 

Kentucky ...•.•................•. 
'ren11essee ......................... . 
Alt1b11nrn ........................ . 
Mississippi ...................... . 
Louisinnn ...................... .. 
'l1exus ........................... . 
Oklahomn ...................... . 
Inclian •rerrltory ................ . 
Arlrnnsus ........................ . 

Western division ................... .. 

Monta1111 ........................ . 

~Jg~mf. :::::: :::: ::::: ::::::::: 
New Mexico .................... . 
Arlzo1111 ......................... . 
Utah •..•..•.......•.....•.•••..•. 
Nev11dn ......................... . 
Iclnho .......................... .. 
Wttshlngton .................... . 
Oregon ......................... .. 
California ...•........•.•••••...•.. 

Alusktt nnd Hawaii ................. . 

19, s2a. 02s 
l,-Ja8, 901 
o, 378, 604 

10, 753, 758 
711, 384, 298 

3, 575, 642 
tJ,5111J,065 
1, 396, 190 

29li, 280 
557, 6•12 
578, 030 

2, 71•1, 155 

654, 909 

73, 750 
32,823 
46, 374 
28, 572 

rn~:!g~ 
111, 642 

1,227 
30, 085 

1'1, 932, 061 

80,9~·1 
25,327 

1,5G8,441 
08,571 

407, 057 
2,0•13,430 

17•1, 232 
301, 332 

1, 633, 796 
1, 602,820 
6, 926, 131 

12 

1, 167, 001 18, lf>6, 527 
178, 7B3 1,260, 108 
323, <185 9, Dfif>, 119 
331, 176 lOt 11221 fiB2 

1, 635, 018 77, 748, 680 
2UO, 623 3,285,019 
300, •128 4, 242, ti37 
323; 439 1,072, 751 
70, 881 225, 399 

136, 863 420, 770 
2°'1,430 313, 600 
291,-1<15 2, 422, 710 

473,·140 181, •109 

45, 759 28, 000 
26, 622 0,201 
80, 37,1 10, 000 
28,572 .................. 

135 10•1 ........ 58,"290 mo; rns 
45,204 06, 378 
1,227 

18, 385 ........ iii;eoo 
5,589,109 9,842, 052 

11-----1----~ 

30,924 .. ....... i;ooo 24,;{27 
103,18•1 l,1G5, 257 

68, 571 """"""'873,"752 83,3llfi 
ltl9, 251 l,87·J, 179 

9.1, 082 80, lfiO 
190, \lfi2 194, 380 
151, 6GU 1,482,127 
407, 250 1,196,004 

·1,249, 588 2,676,548 

12 .. ................. 

The quantity of cheese made on farms has been steadily 
decreasipg £or many years, ai!d will, in all probability, 
continue to decrease . until practically none is made 
outside of the factories. The five states reporting the 
greatest amount of cheese mu.de in factories ancl on 
farms were New York, Wisconsin, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
and Michigan. Their combined product was 250,596, 718 
pounds, or 84.0 per cent of all made in the United 
States .. 

Table cLxxm presents, by states and territories, the 
average prices at which the farmers reported the sale of 
milk, cream, butter, and cheese. 
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TAnrn CLXXIII.-A VERAGE AMOUNT RECEIVED FOR 
MILK, CREAM, BUTTER, AND CHEESE SOLD BY FARM· 
ERS lN 189H, BY STATES AND TERRITOIUES. 

--·-··-·---==========7======;==== 
llf!lk, 

~TATES AND TEllRITORlES, per 
g11llon. 

---
Ctnts. 

The Uuiled States ............ - .. . 8.7 
---

North Atl11ntlc division ............... . 9. 7 
---

Maine ............................. . 
New Hampshire •.....•.•• , .•.•.••.. 
Vermont .......................... . 
Mn.ss1tclrnsetts .......... - .. -· ...••.. 
Rhode Isl11ud .••....•••.•••..•••... 
Connectlcnt ..................... _ .. 
New York ......................... . 
New Jersey ........................ . 
.Pe1msylvnnl11 ..................... . 

South Allantlc diviHion ............... . 

Delaw11rc .......................... . 
Mitryhm<l ......................... . 
District of Columbi11. ............... . 
Virginia ..................... _ •. _ .. . 
West Virglnln ........... _ .......... . 
North Carolina .................... . 
Son th C11rolin11 •.....••...•••.••.... 
Georgia ............................ . 
Florida ............................ . 

North Central division ................ . 

Ohio ............................... . 
lndi111111. ........................... . 
lllinols ............................ . 
Mlchlg1111 .......................... . 
Wisconsin ......................... . 
Minnesott1 ......................... . 
Iowa .............................. . 
Missouri . __ ........................ . 
North Dakota ....... __ ............ . 
SouthDnkot11 ..................... . 
Nobrnslm ....•............••..•••... 
l~m1s11s ............................ . 

.South Central division ................ . 

lCeutucky ......................... . 
Tennessee ......................... . 
Alabama ......................... .. 
Mississippi. •............ _ ......... .. 
LonlsilLna ....................... _ .. 
'l'exus ................................ . 
Okl!thomn. ......................... . 
In<lilLn 'l'errltory ............... _. _. 
Arkans11H .......................... . 

Western clil•ision ...................... . 

Moutann .......................... . 

~1g~~:1~g.:::: ::~ ::::::::: :: :::::::: 
New Mexico ....................... . 
Arlzoua ........................ ·-·· 
Utah .............................. . 
NcviLdn ............................ . 
Idaho ............................. . 
Washington .................. _ .... . 
Oregon ............................ . 
011.ll!ornln ........... __ ............ . 

AlaHkJt ................................ . 
H11w11\! ................................ . 

14.8 
11.2 

7.4 
14.2 
lG.l 
13.6 
8.1 

12.fl 
10.1 

12.9 
----

10.6 
11.4 
22. 7 
13.7 
15. 7 
13.3 
12.0 
H.5 
20.2 

7.2 
---

9.8 
10.5 
7.8 
8.3 
6.2 
0.8 
fl. 7 

11.5 
9.4 
5.0 
7.1 
o. 3 

14.4 
---

1'1.5 
12. 2 
12. 6 
IB. 7 
22.6 
10.8 
IO. 9 
12.1 
10. 5 

10. 9 

10.3 
14.0 
13.3 
23.3 
23. 5 

G. 5 
13. 9 
12. l 

9. 9 
10.8 
10.3 

40.1 
29.5 

Crei1m, 
per· 

g11Ilon. 

---
Cents. 

42. 6 

= 
40. 0 

---
36. 6 
42. a 
37.•I 
37. 6 
74.U 
41. 1 
i>l. 2 
87.6 
46.5 

06,9 
---

73. 9 
51.8 

125.0 
54.0 
(>5.5 
92.0 
97.1 
81.2 

lO•l.9 

•13. 7 
---

49.8 
4.5,l 
46.1 
fl,1..0 
41. 9 
45.8 
40.6 
52,0 
61. 9 
89.4 
42.8 
50.0 

06.2 
---

47. 8 
M.7 
M.6 
59. •I 
69. 8 
71.1 
58. 9 
32. 5 
82. 2 

60. 4 

107.5 
51. 6" 
fl7.S 
93. 6 
(l8, 5 
91. 0 

126. 0 
82. 8 
fi3. 9 
47.ii 
19.2 

Butter, 
per 

pound. 

---
Cents. 

16. 7 
===.=::: 

19.4 
---

20.6 
22.1 
19. 7 
24.0 
25.& 
23.9 
lU.O 
21. s 
18. 4 

17. 3 
---

20.8 
18,•I 
25.0 
16. 6 
15.ll 
17. 2 
17. 8 
17. 8 
2•1.3 

15.0 
---

14. 6 
14. 5 
16. 3 
14.\l 
10. 7 
15. (j 
15. 5 
14.9 
lf>.4 
13.7 
13. l 
18.3 

10.2 
---

16.2 
15.8 
18.fl 
10.7 
19.5 
10.8 
12.8 
16.9 
16. 7 

19.9 

24.2 
21.8 
21.•l 
24.9 
25.0 
19.1 
21.ll 
19.4 
21.1 
19.0 
1\Ll 

86.0 
86.9 

Cheese, 
per 

pound. 

----
Cents. 

9.1 
---

9.6 
---

11.4 
· 12.() 
10. 7 
13.2 
13.5 
18.4 

ll.6 
10.5 

7. 7 

5. 7 
---

4.5 

9.8 
9.8 
8.5 
6.2 

12.9 
8.9 

8.6 
---

0.8 
8.8 
9.4 
\l.\l 
8. 7 

10.0 
J0.2 
7.1 

10.4 
10.0 
10.0 
10.1 

9.1 
---

10.0 
10.5 

7.8 
13.4 
7.5 
9.8 

10.0 
10.0 
10.6 

9.6 

16.0 
8. 7 

12.1 
13.4 
14.9 
10.0 
10.0 
10.2 
11.9 
11.0 
ll.l 

The average fQr milk was high9st in the two Southern 
divisions, and that for butter and cheese, in the North 
Atlantic and Western. The lligher price of milk in the 
~outh arises from the difficulty of keeping and trans
porting it, while the highet· price of butter and cheese in 
the North Atlantic states is due to the splendid markets 
afl'ol'ded by the great cities of that section. Th.e small 
relative quantity of dairy produce mmmfactured in the 
Western division, and also the nearness of the mining 
centers of that division to the local markets, assure, 
for the present at least, an unsurpassed market for the 
produce of the western dairymen. · 

GENimAL SUMMARY OF THE DAIRY INDUSTRY. 

Table cLxn, compiled from Table 16, g·ave an exhibit 
of the farm property and products of the 357,578 farms 
which derived their income principally from dttiry 
produce. A statement of the investments in the didry 
industry rnu:;t t1ike into account the value of these 
farms, as well as the value of the cows on farms and of 
those not on fiirms. Under these circum:;tances, the 
following becomes a rough statement of the capital 
which, in 1900, was invested in the dairy busines::i: 
Value of 357,578 dairy farms, with buildings, live 

stock, etc .................................... $1, 693, 467, 302 
Value of 13,717,941 cows on otherfarms.. ........ 407, 1-±7, 489 
Valne of 973,033 cowH 11ot on farms.............. 28, 487, 115 
Value of nxed capita1 of factories, including con-

denseries. . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . • . 36, 491, 799 

Total investrnent in the dairy industry of the 
United States . . .. . .. • . . . . • . .. . .. . .. .. .. 2, 165, 593, 705 

Not including the sale of products other than dairy 
produce on dairy farms, and not including any state
ment of calves raised from dairy cows, the ineome 
derived by farmers, rnnchmen, and others keeping 
dairy cows in 1899 may be :mmmed up as follows: 
Farm income from dairy produce ............. __ ... $472, 360, 255 
Income from cows not on farms (estimated)........ 26, 71G, 700 

Total income from dairy cows ..•...• _....... 491l, 08(l, 045 

In preparing the foregoing estimutc of the income 
from dairy cows not on farms, it wns nssnmed that 
they pro<lueed nu uvemge income equal to that from 
the dairy cows on farms. If to the foregoing total be 
added the mnount by which the value of d1tiry produce 
was increased in factories, $7,577,244, the total value of 
the dairy produce of the United States is found to he 
$506,663,28D. · This approximately represents the vn.lne 
of tlmt portion of the produrts consumed on farms ns 
food, and the value of the remainder as it w11s sold in 
its completed form to the first purchaser thereof. 

Of incid~ntal statistics of the dairy industry the fol
lowing IJTGsents an interesting summary: 
Cows kept for milk on farms ............ number .. 
Cows kept for milk not on farms ...•.•..... do .... 

17, 139, 674 
H73, 033 

-·-----
Total number oi cows kept for milk .. do.... 1s; 112, 707 

Milk produced on farms ..•.............. gallons .. 7, 26G, 3ll2, 674 
Milk produced not on farms (estimated) .... do.... 462, 190, 676 

Total prodnction of milk ............ do .... 7, 728, 583, 350 

Butter made and r~ported by farms ...... pounds .. 1 1, 06-±, 345, 127 
Reported by factories ..................... do .. __ 420, 126, 546 
Unreported by farms (estimated) .......... do.... 2 50, 000, 000 
Unreported not on farms (estimated) ....... do.... 40, 000, 000 

Total production of butter ........... do .... 1, 574, 471, 673 

Cheese made on farms ..................... do.... 16, 372, 330 
Cheese made in factories ,. ................ do.... 281, 972, 324 

Total cheese production ............. do.... 298, 344, 654 

Condensed milk produced .............•... do .. __ 1SG, <J21, 7S7 
Sales of milk and cream for use as food .•. gallons.. 783, 758, 226 

1 From the butter as reported in T11ble 43 has been deducted 7,400, 000 pounds, 
the qnnntity that was probably reported erroneously as butter In llfinnesota, 
Nebrn.~ka, Kansas, and Vermont. 

2 '.l'hirly·flvc million pounds estimated as m11de from milk reported 11nd no 
detailed dairy statement of product mltde, a.ud 15,000,000 pounds for home use 
by tbe fllrmers selling milk, but with no report of butter.· 
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C011Il'AllIS9N 01~ DAIIW STATISTICS FOR 1900 WITH THOSE 

m' EAHLIER CJ~NSUS YEARS. 

Every improvement i11 the accuracy and complete
ness of statisticl'l must make more difficult the proper 
comparison with the le8s complete iind less accurate 
stiitistil'8 of previous years. In no class of census 
stitthitil's is this more forcibly illustrnted than in that 
relating· to d1tiry produce ancl dairy cows. Prior to 
1870 tlrn censuH did not pl'ovide. i'or any enumemtion 
of chLiry prodtwo other than that of the quantities 
o'f butter nncl cheese made on farms. But for 1870 
and suhHequcnt ecnsuses i11quiries were also made 
concerning the milk produced and its disposal. Wbiie 
these mlditional inquiries complicated the work of the 
onumcmtor, and may lrnve tended to greater careless
ness on hbi pitrt in compieting the :,ichedules, the an
sweri; thereto heenme 11 check upon the other inquirilis 
Telating to the i;nbject, and thrni misisted the Census 
Oflicl~ in detecting ttncl corrPctiug errors. 

At every umisn8 Hince the Seventh, there h1we been 
many 1:1ehcdnles which reported milch or dairy cows 
on farms, but no dttiry produce. · A comp11rison 
of the i-;chcdules of the ccni-;us o'f ttgriculture for the 
various nensns yeari::i since 18fi0, with those for moo, 
inclitmt:c:-; it nearly uniform proportion of thiH clnss o'f 
farnu-i, corn:1tituting from 1 to 5 per cent of nll farms 
reporting cows in the best thiiry sections, while in 
states with lc8s developed dairy interests the propor
tion haH often hmm much larger. 

Pnwtically no effort was made prior to 1890 to sup
ply the omis;')iom; hy corresponden~e; in fact, no nde
quate provbion to Hecure the pmit-office addresses of 
the fal'lllCl'S WILS 1l11tde until 1!100, thus precluding direct 
conmnmkation with tlwm. In previous census reports 
the statistics o'f chdry producti; generally comprised 
only the milk, hnttm·, irnd cheese reported, without 
taking into considerntion omitted reports of sucS. prod
ucts. Consequently the quantities o:f dairy products 
reported hy the cen8usei; were always below the actual 
production o'f the country. The number of milch cows 
for which no dairy proclucts were reported was pro
portionately lm;gest in the Southem states; but it is 
believed that in 1900 this shortage was less than one
half of what it had previoriHly been. To the degree in 
which the defocts o'f preceding census reportHhave been 
overcome, the HtatiHtics for 1900 in comparison with 
tho1:m of earlier years, slrow an increiise in dair.v prod
uce greater than that wh~ch ha::i actually taken place. 

The separate classification for 1900 of milch or dairy 
cows, as against all other cows, has been amply justi
fied from a statistical standpoint. · A brief reference to 
the returns from Hidalgo county, Tex., will serve to 
emphasize this fact. For 1890 this county i'eported 

32,245 milch cows and 188,591 gallons of milk, or an 
ave.rnge o'f only 6 gallons per CO)V. The greater quan
tity was reported from farms with a few cow8, with an 
average product of 11bout 140 gnllons of milk per cow. 
This avemge was reduced hy including with the milch 
cows over 30,000 cows on a number of ranches, while 
the milk and butter produced on these ranches could 

. have been derived from 200 dairy cows. For 1900 this 
county reported, in accordance with the new classifica
tion, only 516 dairy cows and 25,464: other cowH, and 
81,000 gallons of milk, or an 11verage of 157 gallons per 
dairy cow. It will be ioeen that the average yield of 
milk apparently increased :from G gallon8 in 1890 to 15'7 
gttllons per cow in 1900, an increase mainly dne to the 
more relit1ble basis of computation created by the elim
ination of the range cows. 

])ah·,11 Oows to 100,000 Inliabitant8.-According to the 
census reports from 1850 to 1900, the number of milch 
cows to 100,000 popul!.ition did not greatly change from· 
decade to decade. It was as follows: 1850, 27,531; 
1860, 27,305; 1870, 23,174; 18~0, 24,809; and 1890, 
26,368. While in number this proportion variecl but 
little, the quality o'f the cows was con8tantly improv
ing. vVith each decade greater numbers of cows were 
used :for dairy pnrpoHes exclusively, and the avemge 
product per cow constantly increased. The average 
consumption of tfairy products was also growing, and 
the increase wn8 met, not hy an increase in the propor
tionate number of cows to 100,000 inhabitants, but by 
a gain in the average production per cow. 

The number of ditiry cows reported in 1900 to 100,000 
inhabitants was 22,463, or 13.1 per cent less than 
the average number for the preceding five census 
reports. But for reasons heretofore s.tated, and illus
tratecl by the references to Hidalgo county, Tex., this 
decrease is more apparent than real, and there is every 
reason to believe that in 1900, for each 100,000 inhRhi
tants, a8 many cows were actually used in dairying on 
farms as in any preceding census year. There ha8 been, 
however, a great relative decrease in the number of 
dairy cows not on f11rmH. 'rhey were as numerous in the 
small cities, villages, and hamlets as fifty years ago, 
but relative.ly few were reported from cities of 25,000 
inhabitants and over. In proportion to the growth of 
these cities, ancl the consequent relative dem·ea8e in the 
number of cows not on farms, the total number of dairy 
cows to 100,000 inbabitant8 has decreased in the last 
half century. No exact.figures relating to the subject 
can be given, as the census of 1900 was the first to 
secure the enumeration of live stock not on farms. 

jJ{illc Prodiwtion in 1899 and 1889.-Tabfo CLXXIV 

presents a statement, by geographic divisions, of the 
increase in the reported milk production of the United 
States. 
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T ABf,E CLXXIV.-GALLONS OF MILK PRODUCED ON 

FARMS IN 1899 AND ._1889, WITH PER CENT OF IN-
CREASE, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

GEOGI\APHIO DIVISIONS, 

The United States .............. 

orth Atlantia ....................... N 
s 
N 
s 
w 
A 

outh Atlantic ....................... 
orth Centrnl ........................ 
outh Cm1tro.l ........................ 
astern .............................. 
laska ancl Ha wail ................... 

1890 

7' 266, 392, 674 

1,827,847,473 
•192, 138, 465 

3, 609, 900, 328 
973, D:iO, 188 
Bu2, 4li7, 850 

588, 370 

1 No report in 1890. 

1880 

5, 210, 125, ?67 

1, 435, 739, 255 
332, 728, 077 

2, 719, 414, 705 
l\rn,ou~.mm 
2\Y~, M\l, 2ff1 

(1) 

Per cont 
of 

increase. 

89.5 

27.3 
47. 9 
32. 7 
87.4 
79.0 ............. ~ 

The highest per cent of gain shown in this table was 
or the South Centml f 

N 
division, and the lowest for the 

orth Atlantic division. 
B1ttter Prod1wtion ?,]/, 1899 and 188.9.-Table ol:.,xxv 

Jresents a complete statement of the production of but-I 
t ·En' on farms and in factories, as reported in 1890 and 
1 900. 

T ,\BLE CLXXV.-POUNDS OF BUTTER PRODUCED IN 1899 
AND 188!) ON FARMS AND IN FACTO HIES, WITH PER 
CENT OF INCREASE, BY GEOGRAPIIIC DIVISIONS. 

A.-'l'OTAL FARM AND FACTORY PitODUC'l'S. 
-

GEOGRAPIIIO JllV!SIONS, 

The United Slates .............. 

orth Atlantic ... , ................... N 
s 
N 
s 
w 
A 

outll Atlnntio ....................... 
Ol'th Central ........................ 
oulh Central ........................ 
estcrn --·· ............................ 

lnslm und Ham1il ................... 

-
1800 

1, 491, 871, 073 
-

326, 018, 546 
92, 883, 312 

810, R<ll , 697 
186, 851l, 187 

75, 152, 800 
119,071 

J3.-FARM PJtODUCT. 

'.l'hc United States .............. 1, 071, 74f>, 127 
-

North Atlantic ....................... 206, 281, '1f>l 
South Atlaullc ....................... 89, 111, 221l 
North Centrnl ........................ f>39, 1 O·J, 7f>O 
South Central ........................ 180, 92:l, :mo 
Western .............................. 51, 202, 2!)0 
Alasl<o. and Hawaii. .................. 119, 071 

C.-FACTORY PRODUCT. 

'.l'he United St11tes .............. 420, 126, 546 
" 

_, 
North Atl11ntlc ....................... 119, 73~. 095 
South Ath111tic ....................... 3, 772, 086 
Nort;b Central ........................ 271, 736, 9<17 
South Centml ........................ 932, 857 
Western .............................. 2.~. 950, 561 
Alaskaanc1 Hawa!l. .................. ................. 

-·-

Percent 
1880 of 

increase. 

11, 205, 547, 384 23.8 
------· 

295, 033, 710 10.4 
80,414, 839 15.5 

050, 551, 588 23, 7 
135, 302, 951 38.1 

4•!, 20f>, 290 69.9 ................ ............ 

1, 02•1, 223, 408 4.0 
---·-----

246, 788,5<].1 21Q,() 
78, 270, 911 13.8 

ri20, 625, mm S.5 
185, 192, 272 S7.5 

'13,3•W 1 105 18.1 ................. ........... 

181, 284, 91G 131.7 
-

'18, 24fi,172 148.2 
2, 1<13, U~8 75.9 

120, 92flJ {)52 109.1 
110, 679 699.0 
~59, 185 2, 684. 2 

................... ........... 

1 Including 39,000 pounds not specifically reported by states. 2nccreuse. 

A decrease in butter produced on farms is shown for 
the North Atlantic division, and an increase for the 
South Atlantic, North Central, and Western divisions. 
The factory production shows an increase for all divi
sions, as does the combined product. The increase in 
the latter for the whole country was 286,324,289 pounds, 
or 23.8 per cent, while the increase in the population 
was only 21.8 per cent. 

Table cLxxvr presents a statement of cheese produc
tion on forms and in factories as reported in 1890 and 
1900. 

TAnLE CLXXVl.-POUNDS OF CHEESE PRODUCED IN 1899 
AND 1889 ON FARMS AND IN FACTORIES, WITH PER 
CENT OF INCREASE, BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS. 

A.-TOTAL FARM AND FACTORY PRODUCTS. 

Per cent 
GEOGRAP!l!O !JIVISIONS, 1890 1880 of 

lnerenso. 

The United States ............ .. 298, 3H, 65·1, 1250, 761, 883 10. 2 

North Atlantic ...................... . 
South Atlantic ..................... .. 
North Central ............ '. ......... .. 
Son th Central ....................... . 
Western ............................. . 
Aluskti t111d llawai! ................ .. 

148, 218, 271 
393, :108 

133, Q.JG, 093 

u.~~~:~~~ 
12 

B.-FARM PRODUCT. 

The United States ............ .. 

North Atlantic ...................... . 
South Atlantic .............. · ........ . 
North Central ...................... .. 
South Central ...................... .. 
Western ............................ .. 
Alusk11and Httwo.i! ................. .. 

16, 372,330 

4, 509, 199 
480, 448 

5, 320, 122 
473,•HO 

5, 589, 109 
12 

C.-FACTORY PRODUCT. 

The United States.............. 281, 972, 32•i 

130, 238, 694 6.1 
·.115, 291 42. 0 

110, 221\, 861 21. 5 
3'19, 607 87. 3 

6, 519, 870 129. 0 

18, 726, 818 212.6 

0, 693, 671 2 32. 6 
271,291 ?7.1 

G, 6(l9, 421 220. 2 
818, 867 48. 7 

4, 77<1, 068 17.1 

238, 022, 565 18.5 

North Atlantic . . . • • . . • . . . . • . . • • • • . . . . J.13, 709, 072 132, 545, 023 8. 4 
South Atll111tle... .... • .. .. • .. .. . .. ... 112, 860 144, 000 221. 6 
North Central........................ 128, 625, 971 103, 556, •140 2•1. 2 
South Central........................ 181,469 31,300 479.8 
Western .. .. .. . . . .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. . • . . .. 9, 342, 952 1, 7•15, 802 435.1 
Alaska and Ilnwall ................................................. .. 

1Including12,500 pounds not speeiflcally reported by states. 2necrcnso. 

This table shows a decrease in farm production for 
the North Atlantic and Nortl:l Central states, an 
increase in the South Atlantic, South Central, and 
Western divisions, and a gain in the factory product in 
all parts of the country except the South Athintic 
division, and a gain in the combined products of farm 
and factory in each division. · 

HORSES. 

INTRODUCTION OF HORSES INTO THE UNITED STATES. 

The hi~tory.of the horse in America really begins in 
1493, when Columbus, on bis second voyage, introduced 
this animal into the vVest Indies. The first horses in 
what is now the United States were landed in Floridlt in 
1527. The horses used by De Soto on his western jour
ney and abandoned by him were undoubtedly the pro-

' 

genitors of the wild horses of the Southwest. In 1604: 
French horses were introduced into Acadia; in 1609 
English horses were landed at Jamestown, Va., and in 
1623 horses of Dutch origin were brought to New York. 
Massachusetts received its first consignment in 1629. 

At one time in the history of the colonies, horses be
came so cheap that little attention was paid to breeding, 
and the deterioration hi size which followed became an 
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